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ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord
ingly <at 3 o'clock and 1 minute p. mJ 
the House adjourned until Monday, May 
8, 1950, at 12 o'clock noon. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally ref erred as follows: 

By Mr. STEED: 
H . R. 8404. A bill to amend the programs 

on the watersheds authorized in section 13 
of the Flood Control Act of December 22, 
1944; to the Committee on Public Works. 

By Mr. VAN ZANDT: 
H. R . 8405. A bill to amend section 22 (b) 

(6) of the Internal Revenue Code; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: 
H . Res. 590. Resolution creating a. select 

committee to investigate the curtailment of 
postal services; to the Committee on Rules. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally ref erred as fallows: 

By Mr. CUNNINGHAM: 
H. R. 8406. A b111 for the relief ·of Master 

Sgt. Robert A. Espe; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

H. R. 8407. A b111 to authorize the restora
tion of Edwin M. Rosenberg, lieutenant com
mander, retired, to the active list of the 
United States Navy; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. JUDD: 
H. R. 8408. A bill for the relief of Karlis 

Lobe and Milda Lobe; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. POULSON: 
H. R : 8409. A bill for the relief of Maj. Bruce 

B. Calkins; to the Committ ee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. WHITE of Idaho: 
H. R. 8410. A bill to provide for the con

veyance of two tracts of real property in 
Power and Oneida Counties, Idaho, to Burl 
B. Byerley; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

PETITIO.NS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
and ref erred as follows: 

2106. By Mr. KEARNEY: Concurrent reso
lution of the Senate and Assembly of the 
State of New York, memorializing Congress 
to adopt a resolution for a plebiscite in Ire
land under the auspices of the United Na
tions; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

2107. Also, memorial of the Senate and 
Assembly of the State of New York, request
ing the Congress to confirm ownership in 
the St ates of lands and resources within and 
beneath navigable waters within the bound
aries ·of the respective States; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary, 

2108. Also, memorial of the Senate and 
Assembly of the State of New York, respect
ing the ear marking of funds collected under 
the Federal Unemployment Tax Act to each 
State to be used in the administration of the 
unemployment-insurance law; to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

2109. Also, concurrent resolution of the 
Senate and Assembly of the State of New 
York, memorializing the President and Con
gress to revise present Federal-aid program 
to eliminate inequities; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. • 

SENATE 
MONDAY, MA y 8, 1950 

<Legislative day of Wednesday, March 
29, 1950) 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, 
on the expiration of the recess. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown 
Harris, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

o Thou seeking shepherd of our souls, 
from the arid wastes of our own foolish 
and perverse ways lead us into green 
pastures and beside still waters. We lift 
our hearts to Thee in the amazing won
der that Thou hast ordained for Thyself 
no completion without us; and for us, 
no peace, no lasting joy, apart from 
Thee. May we be worthy of the high 
trusteeship of power and opportunity 
which Thou hast committed to us. May 
this Nation under God be purged of its 
own failures to practice genuine democ
racy. With the anxious eyes of the 
world upon us, keep us in America from 
all that is narrow, selfish, and petty, by 
the solemn remembrance that on a 
global field tyranny and freedom are 
battling for the bodies and souls of men. 
We ask it in the name of that Holy One 
whose face was the home of all men's 
dreams and the answer to all men's 
prayers. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

On request of Mr. LucAs, and by unan
imous consent, the reading of the Jour
nal of the proceedings of Friday, May 
5, 1950, was dispensed with. 

M&SSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT
APPROV AL OF BILLS 

Messages in writing from the Presi
dent of the United' States were commu
nicated to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one 
of his secretaries, and he announced that 
on May 5, 1950, the President had ap
proved and signed the fallowing acts: 

S. 2853. An act to authorize the acceptance 
of foreign decorations for participation in 
the Berlin airlift; 'and 

S. 3117. An act to amend the act entitled 
"An act to authorize the Postmaster General 
to impose demurrage charges on undelivered 
collect-on-delivery parcels," approved May 
23, 1930, as amended (39 U. S. C. 246c). 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Repre
sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, one of its 
reading clerks, notified the Senate that 
Hon. JOHN W. McCORMACK, a Representa
tive from the State of Massachusetts, 
had been elected Speaker pro tempore 
during the absence of the Speaker. 

The message announced that the 
House had agreed to the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill <H. R. 5876) to 
amend the Army-Navy . Nurses Act of 
1947, to provide for additional appoint-
ments, and for other purposes. • 

The message also announced that the 
House had passed a joint resolution <H.J. 
Res. 466) to permit articles imported 
from foreign countries for the purpose of 
exhibition at the First United States In
ternational Trade Fair, Inc., Chicago, 

Ill., to be admitted Without payment of 
tariff, and for other purposes, in which 
it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 
ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RES'.)LUTION 

SIGNED 

The message further announced that 
the Speaker pro tempore had affixed his 
signature to the fallowing enrolled bill 
and joint resolution, and they were 
signed by the Vice President: 

H. R. 5876. An act t.o amend the Army
Navy Nurses Act of 1947, to provide for addi
tional appointments, and for other purposes; 
and 

S. J. Res. 176. Joint resolution to suspend 
the application of certain Federal laws with 
respect to attorneys employed _ by the special 
Senate committee in connection with the 
investigation ordered by Senate Resolution 
202, Eighty-first Congress. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

On request of Mr. SALTONSTALL, and by 
unanimous consent, Mr. TOBEY was ex
cused from attendance on the sessions of 
the Senate today and tomorrow, and Mr. 
McCARTHY was excused from attendance 
on the session of the Senate today. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. LUCAS. I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secre
tary will cail the roll. 

The roll was called, and the following 
Senators answered to their names: 
Aiken 
An derson 
Benton 
Brewster 
Bricker 
Bridges 
Butler 
Byrd 
Cain 
Chau man 
Chavez 
Connally 
Cordon 
Donnell 
Douglas 
Dworshak 
Ecton 
Ellender 
Ferguson 
Flanders 
Fulbright 
George 
Gillette 
Green 
Gurney 
Hayden 

Hendrickson 
Hill . 
Hoey 
Hol!and 
Humphrey 
Ives 
Jenner 
Johnson, Colo. 
Johnson, Tex. 
J ohnston, S. C. 
Kefauver 
Kem 
Ke1·r 
Kilgore 
Knowland 
Lan ger 
Leahy 
Lehman 
Lodge 
Long 
Lucas 
McClellan 
McFarland 
McKellar 
McMahon 
Magnuson 

Malone 
Maybank 
Milliltin 
Mundt 
Murray 
O'Conor 
Robertson 
Russell 
Saltonstall 
Schoeppel 
Smith, Maine 
SmithN.J. 
Sparkman 
St ennis 
Taft 
Taylor 
Thomas, Utah 
Th ye 
Tydings 
Watkins 
Wiley 
W!lliams 
Withers 
Young 

Mr. LUCAS. I announce that the 
Senator from Californi~, [Mr. DOWNEY] 
is absent because of illness. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
FREAR] and the Senator from West Vir
ginia [Mr. NEELY] are absent on offi
cial business. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
EASTLAND], the Senator from North Caro
lina [Mr. GRAHAM], the Senators from 
Wyoming [Mr. HUNT and Mr. 
O'MAHONEY], the Senator from Penn
sylvania [Mr. MYERS], and the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. PEPPER] are absent on 
public business. 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Mc
CARRAN] is absent by leave of the Sen
ate on official business. 

The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. 
THOMAS] is absent by leave of the 
Senate. 
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Mr. SALTONSTALL. I announce that 

the Senator from Indiana [Mr. CAPE
HART], the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
HICKENLOOPER], the Senator from Wis
consin [Mr. McCARTHY], the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. MORSE], and the Sen
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. TOBEY] 
are absent by leave of the Senate. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. DARBY] 
is absent by leave of the Senate on .offi
cial business. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
MARTIN], the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. VANDENBERG], and the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. WHERRY] are necessarily 
absent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A quorum is 
present. 

TRANSACTION OF ROUTINE BUSINESS 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pend
ing question before the Senate is the 
motion of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
LucAsJ to proceed to the consideration 
of Senate bill 1728, a bill to prohibit 
discrimination in employment because of 
race, religion, or national origin. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, before the 
Senate proceeds to the consideration of 
the motion, which the Senator from Illi
nois made on Friday, I ask unanimous 
consent that Senators may .be permitted 
to present petitions and· memorials, in
troduce bills and joint resolutions, and 
·submit routine matters for the RECORD, 
without debate and without speeches. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so orqered. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

Petitions, etc., were laid before the 
Senate, or presented, and referred as 
indicated: 

By the VICE PRESIDENT: 
The petition of Emil Rohwader, of Brook

line, Mass., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to increase social-security com
pensation; to the Committee on Finance. 

The memorial of Mrs. Thornton Whipple, 
of Binghamton, N. Y., remonstrating against 
the enactment of the bill (S. 1103) to re
adjust postal rates; to the Committee on 
Post Office and Civil Service. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina: 
A resolution of the House of Representa

tives of the State of South Carolina, to the 
Committee on Public Works: 
"Concurrent resolution to protest the action 

of the United States Corps of Engineers in 
not completely clearing the Clark Hill 
Basin of all trees and debris 
"Whereas the building of a reservoir adja

cent to the lands of South Carolina and 
Georgia, to be known as the Clark Hill Dam, 
has been contemplated for many years; and 

"Whereas the reservoir when completed 
will store millions of gallons of water and 
will inundate a large area; and 

'"Whereas the original plan for the con
struction of the reservoir called for a com
plete clearing of all trees and debris from 
the basin before water would be raised; and 

"Whereas it has now become apparent that 
this plan is only to be partially completed 
and that the basin will not be completely 
cleared; and 

. "Whereas, with the remaining trees, 
stumps, and other debris which are planned 
to be left intact, a serious menace to the 
health of thousands of inhabitants will be 
affected by the resultant malaria-breeding 
spots; and 

"Whereas such a condition will be a. seri
ous blight upon the scenic beauty of the 
reservoir; and 

"Whereas which is most serious of all 
there will be created a decided hazard to 
human life resulting from the use of small 
boats by persons engaged in fishing and other 
pleasureful uses of the waters: Therefore 
be it 

·- "Resolved by the house of representatives 
(the senate concurring), That we respectful
ly protest the failure to clear properly the 
reservoir of the Clark Hill project before the 
filling of the reservoir; and be it further 

"Resolved, That we respectfully memorial
ize our Senators ·and Congressmen to re
quest the Corps of Engineers to take such 
action as may be necessary to restore the 
complete clearing of the reservoir as orig
inally planned; be it further 

"Resolved, That the clerk of the house be 
directed to forward a copy of this resolution 
to the two Senators and the Members of the 
House of Representatives of the Congress of 
the United States in Washington." 

REORGANIZATION PLAN NO. 12-RESOLU-
TION OF DISTRICT NO. 2 COUNCIL, 
URCL AND PWA-CIO, FALL RIVER, 
MASS. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President, 
oh behalf of my colleague, the junior 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LODGE] and myself, I present for appro
priate reference, and ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the RECORD, 
a resolution adopted by district No. 2 
council, URCL and PW A-CIO, of Fall 
River, Mass., favoring the adoption of· 
the President's Reorganization Plan No. 
12. 

There being no objection, the resolu
tion was ordered to lie on the table and 
to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
RESOLUTION ON PRESIDENT'S REORGANIZATION 

PLAN No. 12 
Whereas the division of authority between 

the· general counsel of the National Labor 
Relations Board and the National Labor Re
lations Board resulting from the provision 
of the Taft-Hartley law has created confu
sion, chaos, and delay in the administration 
of that law; and 

Whereas the general counsel of the Na
tional Labor Relations Board in arrogant dis
regard of the decisions and policies estab
lished by the National Labor Relations Board 
has, and continues to, exercise the authority 
vested in him under the Taft-Hartley law 
to employ its antilabor provision to the end 
of harassing and oppressing the labor move
ment to the greatest possible extent; and 

Whereas there is now pending before Con
gress the President's Reorganiz3tion Plan No. 
12 which, if approved by the Congress, will 
abolish the office of the general counsel and 
restore the powers, now vested in that of
fice, to the National Labor Relations Board 
as un.der the Wagner Act: Now, therefore, be 
it 

Resolved, That this meeting of the district 
No. 2 council, URCL and PWA-CIO, go on 
record as fully endorsing the President's Re
organization Plan No. 12; and be it further 

Resolved, That each Senator and Congress
man from New England immediately be no
tified of the passage of this resolution; and 
be it further 

Resolved, That all locals affiliated with the 
district No. 2 council be notified of this ac
tion and that they be urged immediately to 
send letters to each Congressman and Sen
a tor from their State and congressional dis
trict; and be it further urged that all said 
locals immediately take action to have. their 
members send similar messages by way of, · 
telegrams or letters to · their Congressmen 
and Sena tors. 

P,ROPOSED CURTAILMENT OF POSTAL 
SERVICE-RESOLUTION OF CITY COUN
CIL OF SALEM, MASS. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President, 
on behalf of my colleague the junior 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LODGE], and myself, I present for appro
priate reference, - and ask unanimous 
consent to have printed iii the RECORD, a 
resolution adopted by the City Council 
of the City of Salem, Mass., protesting 
against the proposed curtailment of 
postal service. · 

There being no objection, the resolu
tion was referred to the Committee on 
Post Office and Civil Service, and ordered 
to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

CITY OF SALEM, MASS., 
Apri l 27, 1950. 

Ordered, That the city council go on record 
as being opposed to the proposed curtailment 
of postal service and the suggested cut in 
personnel and that a letter b.e forwarded to 
the Massachusetts members of Congress re
questing them to join forces in opposition to 
any cut in this all important public service. 

Adopt ed in city council April 27, 1950. · 
Attest: 

AUGUSTINE J. TOOMEY, 
City Clerk. 

REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE 

The following report of a committee 
was submitted: 

By Mr. MAYBANK, from the Committee on 
Banking and Currency: 

S. Res. 252. Resolution calling on the Ad
ministrator of the Housing and Home 
Finance Agency for a codification of Federal 
laws relating to housing; without amend
ment. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION 
PRESENTED 

The Secretary of the Senate reported 
that on today, May 8, 1950, he presented 
to the President of the United States the 
enrolled joint resolution <S. J. Res. 176) 
to suspend the applications of certain 
Federal laws with respect to· attorneys 
employed by the special Senate commit
tee in connection with the investigation 
ordered by Senate Resolution' .202, 
Eighty-first Congress. 
ADDITIONAL REPORT OF JOINT COM

MITTEE ON REDUCTION OF NONESSEN
TIAL FEDERAL EXPENDITURES RELAT· 
ING TO PERSONNEL AND PAY 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, as chair
man of the Joint Committee on Reduc
tion of Nonessential Federal Expendi
tures, I submit an additional report on 
civilian employment and pay in the 
executive branch of the Federal Govern
ment for the month of March 1950, and, 
in accordance with the practice of sev
eral years' standing, I request that it be 
printed in the body of the RECORD as a 
part of my remarks, together with a 
statement by me. 

There being no objection, ·the report 
and statement were ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows;. 
FEDERAL PERSONNEL IN THE ExECUTIVE BRANCH 

FEBRUARY-MARCH 1950, AND PAY JANUARY
FEBRUARY 1950 

NOTE WITH REFERENCE TO PERSONi\L SERVICE 
EXPENDITURE FIGURES· 

It should be noted that the latest expendi
ture figures for personal. service shown in 
table I of this report are 'for the month 
of February and that they are compared with 
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personal service expenditure :figures for the· 
month of 'January, whereas the latest em
ployment figures covered in this report are 
the month of March and are compared with 
the month of February. This lag in personal 
service expenditure figures is necessary in 
order that actual expenditures may be re
ported. 

by the various agencies and departments of 
the Federal Government. Table I shows 
total personnel employed inside and outside 
continental United States, and pay, by 
agency. Table II shows personnel employed 
inside continental United States. Table III 
shows personnel employed outside conti
nental United States. Table IV gives by 
agency the industrial workers employed by 
the Federal Government. For purposes of 

comparison, figures for the previous month 
are shown in adjoining columns.) 

PERSONNEL AND PAY SUMMARY 

(See table I) 

(Figures in the following report are com
piled from signed official personnel reports 

According to monthly personnel reports 
for March 1950 submitted to the Joint Com
mittee on Reduction of Nonessential Federal 
Expenditures: 

Agency 

Civilian personnel in executive branch 

In March 
numbered 

In February 
numbered 

Increase(+) or 
decrease ( - ) 

Payroll (In thousands of dollars) in executive 
branch . 

In February . In January Increase ( +) or 
was- was- decrease ( - ) 

1, 951, 968 +139, 927 $510, 698 $542, 589 -$31,.891 

1, 206. 741 +142, 313 319, 88-2 335, 475 -15, 593 

Total. _____ ------------------------ --- -- --- ------ --- ---------- ----- _ 2, 091, 895 
L Agmcles~clu~ve~Nation~MilU~yEdabli~ment~---------------'~~=l=,=M=9=,0=M~ll~~~~~~l•~~~~~=l~~~~~=I~~~~~~.~~~~~= 
2. National Military Establishment----------------------------------------- 742, 841 - -2, 386 190, 816 207, 114 745, 227. -16, 298 

1-~~~~-1-~~~~-1~~~~~-1-~~~~~1~~~~~-l-~~~~-

Within the National Military Establishment: 
Office of Secretary of Defense----------------------------------------
Department of the ArmY-------------------------"- ---------- -- ----- - 
Department of.the Air Force.---------------------------------------
Department of the NavY---------------------------------------------

1, 755 
298, 351 
149, 586 
293, 149 

1, 751 
309, 442 
150, 524 
283, 510 

+4 
-11,091 

-938 
+9,639 

636 850 -214 
76, 560 85, 298 -8, 738 
36, 971 40, 478 -3, 507 
76, 649 80, 488 -3, 839 

1 Includes Department of Commerce employees (enumerators, supervisors, and clerks) engaged in taking the Seventeenth Decennial Census as follows: February 2 899• 
March, 145,055; increase, 142,156. February pay figure reflects t~mporary Census employment to the extent that it had progressed that month. · ' ' ' 

MUTUAL DEFENSE ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 

Table V shows personnel counted in tables 
I, II, III, and IV who are assigned to the mu-

tual defense assistance program by the State 
Department, Economic Cooperation Admin
istration, and the component units of the 

National Military Establishment, together 
with their pay. 

TABLE !.-Consolidated table of Federal personnel inside and outside continental United States employed by th_e executive agencies during 
March 1950, and comparison with February 19~0,· and pay for February 1950 and compari~on U}ith January 1950 

. Pay (in thousands of dollars) Personnel 

Departm~nt or agency 
January February Increase Decrease · February · March Increase Decrease 

Executive departments (except National Military Establishment): 
Agriculture .• ----------------------- -- --------------------- -- ----------
Commerce 1 ______ ------ _ -- - --- - -- ------ - -- - - -- --- - -------- -- - - -- --- -- - -
Interior ____ -------------- ___________ ----------- ____ ------ _____________ _ 
Justice ___ - - -- - -- - - -- - -- - -- - -- - -- -- - - - - --- - -- - -- - -- - - -- -- -- - -- - - -- - - -- - -
Labor ___ ___ --- ------ ---- ------------ --- -- - -- - --- -- --- -- ---- ----- -- - -- - -
Post Office _______ --- --- _ ----- ------- ----- _______ -- __ ---------- --- - -- - - -
State __ __________________ ,- ---------------------------------------------
Treasury ___ ____ __________ __ - -- _ -------- ---------- - ---- - -- - -- - ---- - --- - -

Executive Office of the President: 
White House Office ___ -- __ ------- ------- ---------------- ----- --- --- - -- -
Bureau of the BudgeL.----------------------------------------------
Executive Mansion and Grounds.------------------------------------
National Security Council 3-------------------------------------------
National Security Resources Board.-----------------------------------Council of Economic Advisers ___________________ _____________________ _ 
Commission on Renovation of the Executive Mansion ________________ _ 

l'ostwar agencies : Displaced Persons Commission _______________________________________ _ 
Economic Cooperation Administration. _____ ------------_------ ______ _ 
Motor Carrier Claims Commission _________________________ : _________ _ 
Office of the Housing Expediter __________ _____________________________ _ 

Philippine Alien Property Administration-----------------------------Philippine War Damage Commission _________________________________ _ 

War Claims Commis'lion ____ ------------------------------------------
Independent agencies: -

American Battle Monuments Commission ___ _________________________ _ 
Atomic Energy Commission __________________ : _______________________ _ 
Civil Aeronautics Boar<l ___ --------- ---------- ___ -------- _____________ _ 
Civil Service Commission ___ ------------------------------------------
Export-Import Bank of Washington·------------------~--------------
Federal Communications Commission.-----------------------.-.-------Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation _______________________________ _ 
Federal Mediation and Conciliation Service _______ ___________________ _ 
Federal Power Commission ___________________________________________ _ 

Federal Security Agency a---------------------------------------------
Federal Trade Commission-----------~--------------------------------
General Accounting Office _______ ------- _________ ---- _________________ _ 
General Services Administration ______________________________________ _ 

Government Printing Office ... ---------------------------------------
Housing and Home Finance.------------------------------------------Indian Claims Commission ___________________________________________ _ 
Interstate Commerce Commission ____________________________________ _ 

Maritime Commission'-----------------------------------------------National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics _____ ___________________ _ 
N ational Capital Housil\g Authority ____ -- --- -------------------------
National Capital Park and Planning Commission ______ ______ ________ _ 
National Capital Sesquicentennial Commission ____ ________ __________ _ _ 
National Gallery of ArL---------------------------------------------
National Labor Relations Board.-------------------------------------
National Mediation Board·--------------------------------------------
Panama Cana!_ _____________ ---------------- __ -------------------- ____ _ 
Railroad Retirement Board .. --.----------------------------------------Reconstruction Finance Corporation __________________________________ _ 

Securities and Exchange Commission----------------------'!.-----------
Selective Service System ____________ ---------------------------------- -
Smithsonian Institution __ • _____ ---- __ ---- ____ ----- ___ ---- _________ --- -

$20, €03 
14, 917 
15,674 
9, 576 
1, 838 

132.176 
7,300 

28, 206 

123 
2CO 
18 
7 

152 
23 
2 

104 
1, 475 

8 
1, 535 

8 
232 

21 

42 
1, 882 

270 
1, 198 

63 
525 
400 
190 
313 

9, 734 
292 

2, 853 
6, 536 
2, 392 
4, 225 

7 
847 

1, 736 
2, 436 

84 
2 
5 

86 
658 
49 

. 3, 173 
739 

1, 854 
455 
483 
173 

$19, 058 
14, 045 
14,848 
8,837 
1, 734 

131, 085 
6, 859 

26, 142 

107 
2.37 
16 
9 

141 
18 
2 

101 
1, 580 

11 
1, 360 

9 
210 

21 

44 
1, 685 

244 
1, 101 

58 
473 
366 
176 
289 

8, 808 
267 

2, 587 
5, 874 
2, 218 
4, 631 

6 
783 

1, 589 
2,230 

77 
2 
6 

76 
641 
48 

3, 170 
669 

1,685 
412 
433 
158 

------------ $1, 545 
------------ 871 
------------ 826 
--··-------- 73g. · 
------------ 104 
------------ 1, 091 
------------ 441 
------------ 2,064 

------·----- 16 
------------ 23 
---------$2- 2 

------------------------ 11 
------------ 5 
------------ ------------
------------ 3 

105 ------------
3 --------i 75-------------
1 ---------22-----------·------------ ~ -----·-·----
2 --------i97" ------------

------------ 26 
------------ 97 
----------·- 5 
------------ 52 
------------ 34 
------------ 14 
--·--------- 24 
--------- --- 926 
------------ 25 
------------ 266 
------------ 662 
------------ 174 

406 ----·-------___ .. ________ 1 
------------ 64 
------------ 147 
------------ :.006 
------------ 7 
------------ ------------

1 -·----------
------------ 10 
------------ 17 
------------ 1 
--- --------- 3 
--------·--- 70 
·----------- 169 
------------ 43 
------------ 50 
------------ 15 

74, 321 
46, 980 
54, 993 
26, 257 
5, 682 

513, 192 
24, 330 
eo, 373 

254 
536 
74 
16 

297 
32 
5 

255 
4, 433 

18 
4, 113 

80 
978 

53 

394 
4, 965 

641 
3, 705 

124 
1, 317 
1, 077 

345 
735 

34, 085 
639 

8, 526 
- 22, 916 

7, 088 
12, 579 

10 
2, 145 
5, 451 
7, 527 

319 
20 
17 

321 
1, 830 

122 
21, 351 
2, 434 
4, 494 
1, 032 
3,469 

563 

75, 431 
189, 215 
56, 285 
26, 203 
5, 516 

512, 745 
24,394 
91, 415 

261 
542 
64 
17 

204· 
32 
5 

255 
4, 513 

18 
4, 096 

80 
738 
54 

418 
4, 948 

635 
3, 637 

126 
1, 302 
1, 071 

344 
727 

34, 315 
639 

8,490 
22, 781 

7, 073 
12, 816 

10 
2, 133 
5, 309 
7, 532 

318 
18 
28 

321 
1, 606 

125 
rn, 960 
2, 413 
4, 570 
1,023 
3, 457 

564 

1, 110 
142, 235 

1, 292 

6:i 
1,042 

7 
6 

54 
166 
447 

------------ 10 
1 ---- --------
7 ----~-------

17 

240 
. 1 ------------

24 ------------
------------ 17 
------------ 6 
------------ 68 

2 ------------
------------ 15 
------------ 6 
------------ 1 
------------ 8 

230 ------------

------------ 36 
------------ 135 
------------ 15 

237 ------------

============ ----------i2 
------------ 142 

5 ------------
------------ 1 
------------ 2 

11 ------------

------------ 224 
3 ------------

------------ 391 
------------ 21 

76 ------------
------------ 9 
----------- - 12 

1 ------------

1 Includes tem~orary employees (enumerators, supervisors, and clerks) engaged in takint the Seventeenth Decennial Census as follows: February ,2,899; Marcti, 145,055; 
lncr:~~·c}~;i;~6of pe~~~:;J f:a ~~f~ng;c6~;~~f<f;[J1~:~~~~e:E~~:ment to the extent t at it had progressed that month, 

a Includ~s personnel and pay for Howard 'University and the Columb1a {l;stitt_ItlQ~ f9P.the pea!. 
•Exclusive of 75 seamen and 2,056 seamen trainees on the rolls or the Mar1tiiil.e Co:a1iiliSS1on and their pay; 
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TABLE !.-Consolidated table of Federal personneltnside and outside continental United States kmployed by the executive agencies during 

March 1950, and comparison with February 1950; and pay /or February 1950 and comparison with Januar111950-Continued 

Pay (in thousands of dollars) Persolplel 
Department or agency 

January February Increase Decrease February March Increase Decrease 

Independent agencies-Continued. 
Tari.ff Commission _____________ _ -------------------------------------- -
Tax Court of the United States---------------------------------------
Tennessee Valley Authority_------------------------------------------Veterans' Administration ________ ---_ -____ -- -_______________________ • __ 

102 
60 

3,892 
53, 561 

94 
55 

3, 572 
49, 024 

8 
5 

320 
4, 537 

224 
126 

12, 442 
196, 436 

226 2 ------------

12, ~~~ ---------93- :::::::::::: 
194, 275 ------------ 2, 161 

Total, exclusive of National Military Establishment_________________ 335, 475 319, 882 520 16, 113 1, 206, 741 1, 349, 054 146, 529 4, 216 

N~~an~ucl~ingN~®alMilttaryE~~li~moot_ ___________ ~-=--=-=--=·=·=--=·=-~-=--=-=-=--=-=·=--=-~====1=5*,5=9=3===~-=-=-=--=-=·=--=·=·-~=--=-=--=·=·=--=·=-~-====1=~='~3=IB==~ 
National Military Establishment: 

Office of the Secretary of Defense 6------------------------------------
Department of the Army: 

Inside continental United States----------------------------------
Outside continental United States--------------------------------

Department of the Air Force: 
Inside continenW United States----------------------------------

. Outside continental United States--------------------------------
Department of the Navy: 

Inside continental United States------------------------------- -- -
Outside continental United States .•. ------------------------------

$850 

73, 906 
11, 392 

36, 104 
4, 374 

74, 100 
6,388 

$636 

66, 960 . ------------
9, 600 

32, 891 
4,080 

71, 273 
5, 376 

$214 1, 751 1, 755 4 ------------

6,946 268, 348 
1, 792 41, 094 

256, 667 11, 681 
41, 684 . --------590· ------------

3, 213 126, 279 126, 570 291 ------------
294 24, 245 23, 016 ------------ 1, 229 

2, 827 257, 664 
l, 012 25, 846 

2~: ~6~ ------~'.:~~- ---------345 
16, 298 745, 227 Total, National Military Establishment_________________________ 207, 114 190, 816 ------------ 7~, 841 10, 869 13, 255 

Net decrease, National Military Establishment __________________ ------------------------ $16l=29=8====l=--=·=·=--=·=--=·=·=-l=·=--=·=--=-=-=--=·=-l====2=, 3=86==== 

Grand toW, including National Military Establishmoot_________ 542, 589 510, 698 520 32, ~11 1, 951, 968 2, 091, 895 157, 398 j 17, 471 
Net change, including National Military Establishment_ ________ ------------ ------------ 31, 891 ------------ ------------ 139, 927 

I I · 

6 Includes 14 employees assigned to North Atlantic Treaty Organization and 172 employees assigned to Munitions Board, Cataloging Agency. 

TABLE II.-Federal personnel inside continental United States employed by executive agencies during March 1950 and comparison with 
February 1950 

Department or agency February March 

----

71, 549 72, 775 
43, 173 182, 703 

Executive departments (except National Mili-
tary Establishment): 

Agriculture ____________________ -____ --_. ----
Commerce i _______ ------ - _ -------- __ -------
Interior ___ --------- ---- _______ ------------- 49, 560 50, 635 
Justice __ ---------------- -------- -. -- ------- 25, 786 25, 734 
Labor ___ ----------- --- -------- ----- -------- 5, 603 5, 435 
Post Office _________ ---- ------- ----- -------- 511, 336 510, 847 
State. _____ -- ------ ---- --------------- --- --- 8, 573 8, 567 
Treasury __ -- -- _ ---- --- ---- ---------------- -

Executive Office of the President: 
89, 618 90, 651 

White House Office _______________________ _ 254 261 
536 542 

74 64 

Bureau of the Budget __________ ___________ _ 
Executive Mansion and Grounds __________ _ 

16 17 
297 304 

National Security Council 2 ••• -- -----------
National Security Resources Board ________ _ 
Council of Economic Advisers __________ ___ _ 32 32 
Commission on Renovation of the Execu-

tive Mansion ___ ---- ---- --- -- --- ------- -- -

89 90 
1, 131 1, 137 

18 18 

Postwar agencies: 
Displaced Persons Commission ____________ _ 
Economic Coo~ration Administration ____ _ 
Motor Carrier Claims Commission ________ _ 

4,088 4, 071 
2 2 
6 6 

53 54 

Office of the Housing Expediter. __________ _ 
Philippine Alien Property Administration_ 
Philippine War Damage Commission _____ _ 
War Claims Commission __________________ _ 

Independent agencies: 
American Battle Monuments Commission. 15 15 

4,962 4,944 
625 619 

Atomic Energy Commission _______________ _ 
Civil Aeronautics Board ___________________ _ 

3, 700 3,632 
123 125 

1, 287 1, 276 
1,077 1, 071 

Civil Service Commission _____ ____ ________ _ 
Export-Import Bank of Washington _______ _ 
Federal Communications Commission _____ _ 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation ____ _ 
Federal Mediation and Conciliation Serv-

ice ___ _______________________ ----------- --- 345 344 
Federal Power Commission _______________ _ 735 727 Federal Security Agency a ___ ______________ _ 33, 582 33, 821 
Federal Trade Commission ________________ _ 639 639 

8, 526 8,490 
22, 881 22, 742 

General Accounting Office _________________ _ 
General Services Administration __________ _ 
Government Printing Office _______________ _ 7,088 7,073 Housing and Home Finance _______________ _ 12, 528 l2, 764 

In- De-
crease crease Department or agency February March In- De-

crease crease 
-------11-------------------1--------------

l, 226 --------
139, 530 --------

1,075 
52 

168 
489 

6 
1,033 

7 --------
6 

10 
1 --------
7 --------

-------- ................ 

-------- --------
l · --------
6 ---------------- --------

17 
-------- ----------------

1 --------
-------- --------

18 
6 

68 
2 

11 
6 

1 

--·-239· 8 
---------------- --------

36 
139 

----235· 15 

--------

Independent a~encies-Continued · 
Indian Clauns Commission ________ ________ _ 
Interstate Commerce Commission _________ _ 
Maritime Commission'-------------------
National Advisory Committee for Aero-

nautics _______________ ___________ -- -- -- ---
National Capital Housing Authority ______ _ 
National Capital Park and Planning Com-

mission ___________ ---- --- _____ . -- _____ -- - -
National CapiW Sesquicentennial Com-mission .. ________________________________ _ 
National Gallery of Art ________ ___________ _ 
National Labor Relations Board __________ _ 
National Mediation Board.---------------
Panama Canal.----------------------------
Railroad Retirement Board _______________ _ 
Reconstruction Finance Corporation __ ____ _ 
Securities and Exchange Commission ______ _ 
Selective Service System __________________ _ 
Smithsonian Institution ___ _ ----------------
Tari.ff Commission __ -----------------------Tax Court of the United States ____________ _ 
Tennessee Valley Authority _______________ _ 
Veterans' Administration .. ----------------

Total, exclusive of National Military 

10 
2, 145 
5, 436 

7, 525 
319 

20 

17 
321' 

1, 817 
122 
632 

2, 434 
4,483 
1, 032 
3,388 

558 
224 
126 

12, 442 
194, 785 

10 
2, 133 
5,294 

7, 530 
318 

18 

28 
321 

1, 592 
125 
620 

2, 413 
4, 558 
1, 023 
3,376 

559 
226 
126 

12, 535 
192, 647 

12 
142 

5 --------
1 

11 --------

-------- 225 
3 --------

12 
-------- 21 

75 --------
9 

-------- 12 
1 --------
2 --------

-----9.3- :::::::: 
2, 138 

--------------
Establishment _________________________ 1, 147, 748 1, 287, 684 143, 560 3, 624 

Net increase, excluding National Military 
Establishment_ __ __ ____________________ -------------------- 139, 936 

===== National Military Establishment: 
Office of the Secretary of Defense___________ 1, 739 1, 741 2 --------
Department of the Army___________________ 268, 348 256, 667 -------- 11, 681 
Department of the Air Force_______________ 126, 279 126, 570 291 --------
Department of ~he Navy___________________ 257, 664 267, 648 9, 984 --------

--------------
Total, National Military EstablishmooL 654, 030 652, 626 10, 277 11, 681 
Net decrease, National Military Estab-

lishment _______________________________ -------------------- 1, 404 

Grand total, including National Military = = =1= 
Establishment_ _______________ _________ 1, 801, 778 1, 940, 310 153, 837 15 305 

Net increase. including National Military ' 
Establishment. ________________________ ---------- ---------- 138, 532 

I 
• 1 Includes temporary employees. (enumerators, supervisors, and clerks) engaged in taking the Seventeenth Decennial Census as follows: February 2,899; March, 142,859; gross 
mcrease, 139,960 (net departmental mcrease, 139,530). 

2 Exclusive of personnel of the Central Intelligence Agency. 
a Includes personnel for Howard University and the Columbia Institution for the Deaf. r 
' Exclusive of 75 seamen and 2,056 seamen trainees on the rolls of the Maritime Commission. 
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TABLE III.-Federai personnel outside continental United States employed by the executive agencies during March 1950, and comparison with 

February 1950 

Department or agency In- De-
crease crease February March In- De-

crease crease Department or agency February March 

Executive departments (except National Mili-
tary Establishment): 

Agriculture ...... _. -- -_. _ - . -- -• - - . - -... -- ---
Commerce 1 _ ------ __________ ---------- ____ _ 

Interior._.--------------------------------
Justice .• _----. -- ------- .. ---- ---- ---- -----
Labor _ .. _. - . -------------------------------
Post Office.--------------------------------State ______________________________ ___ _____ _ 
Treasury ________ -------- -- ----- --- --- ---- --

Postwar agencies: 
Displaced Persons Commission ____________ _ 
Economic Cooperation Administration ____ _ 
Office of the Housing Expediter. __ ________ _ 
Philippine Alien Property Administration _ 
Philippine War Damage Commission _____ _ 

IndT:e~T~~a~~~~f~si.ronuments Commission .. 
Atomic Energy Commission _______________ _ 
Civil Aeronautics Board ___________________ _ 
Civil Service Commission _________________ _ 
Export-Import Bank of Washington _______ _ 
Federal Communications Commission _____ _ 
Federal Security Agency __________________ _ 
General Services Administration._---------
Hou~qig and Ho~e.Finance Agency _______ _ 
Mantime Comm1ss10n ____________________ _ 
National Advisory Committee for Aeronau-

tics _________ • __ --------- ___ ------ __ •. ----_ 

2, 772 
3,807 
5, 433 

471 
79 

1,856 
15, 757 

755 

166 
3, 302 

25 
78 

972 

379 
3 

16 
5 
1 

30 
B03 
35 
51 
15 

2 

2, 656 
6, 512 
5, 650 

469 
81 

1, 898 
15, 827 

764 

-------- 116 
2, 705 --------

217 --------
------2· 

42 
70 
9 

2 

165 -------- 1 
3, 376 74 --------

25 -------- --------
7~~ -------- -----246 

403 
4 

16 
5 
1 

26 
494 
39 
52 
15 

24 --------
1 --------

4 
-------- 9 

4 --------
1 . --------

2 -------- --------

Independent agencies-Continued 
National Labor Relations Board __________ _ 
Panama Canal. ___________________________ _ 
Reconstruction Finance Corporation.-----
Selective Service System •. -----------------Smithsonian Institution ___________________ _ 
Veterans' Administration._----------------

Total, excluding National Military Es-

13 
20, 719 

11 
81 
5 

1, 651 

14 
20, 340 

12 
81 
5 

1, 628 

1 --------
-------- 379 

1 --------

23 

tablishment._____________ ______________ 58, 993 61, 370 3, 151 77~ 

Net increase, excluding National Military 
Establishment. __ ---------------------- ---------- ---------- 2,377 

National Military Establishment: 
Office of the Secretary of Defense __________ _ 
Department of the ArmY---------·------- --Departmcnt of the Air Force ______________ _ 
Department of the Navy __________________ _ 

12 
41, 094 
24, 245 
25, 846 

14 
41, 684 
23, 016 
25, cOl 

2 --------
590 --------

1, 229 
345 

Total, National Military Establishment__ 91, 197 90, 215 · 592 1, 574 
Net decrease, National Military Estab-

lishment _______________________________ -------------------- !l82 

Grand total, including National Military = = =1= 
Establishment_________ ________________ 150, 190 151, 585 3, 743 2,348 

Net increase, including National Military 
E•t•blIBbmont ___ ---·------------------ ········-- -········- Ir 

1 March total and the Increase figure include 2,196 temporary employees (enumerators, supervisors, and clerks) engaged in taking the Seventeenth Decennial Census. 

TABLE IV.-Industrial employees of the Federal Government inside and outside continental United States employed by executive agencies 
during March 1950 and comparison with February 1950 

February March In- De-
crease crease Depa_rtment or agency In- De-

crease crease 
Department or agency February March 

------------------1-------------- -------------------!----!----------

1, 125 1, 177 52 
4, 543 4, 913 370 

557 561 4 
8, 032 7, 858 174 

143 139 4 
144 150 6 --------
17 19 2 ------i9 1, 747 . 1, 728 ------i-7 8 --------

6, 216 6, 308 92 --------

Executive departments (except National Mili-
tary Establishment): 

Commerce. _______ -----------------.-------
Interior _____ ------------------_----- ______ _ 
State ____ .------------------------- ------ ---
Treasury __________ --------------- ------ --- _ 

Independent agencies: · 
Atomic Energy Commission _______________ _ 
General Services Administration __________ _ 
Housing and Home Finance Agency _______ _ 
Panama Canal. ___________________________ _ 
Smithsonian Institution ___________________ _ 
Tennessee Valley Authority _______________ _ 

National Military Establishment: 
Department of the Army: . 

Inside continental United States_------ 136, 857 126, 586 10, 271 
Outside continental United States______ 23, 243 23, 940 697 

Department of the Air Force: 
Inside continental United States.------ 70, 131 70, 535 404 
Outside continental United States______ 18, 382 18, 473 91 

Department of the Navy: 
Inside continental United States_------ 165, 932 175, 084 9, 152 
Outside continental United States______ 18, 739 18, 472 267 

Total, National Military Establish-
ment.______________________________ 433, 284 433, 090 10, 34~ 10, 538 

Net decrease, National Military 
Total, excluding National Military 

Establishment__________ _______________ 22, 531 22, 861 527 197 0:::bl~0:~nt~c;~~~~--~~~~~~~~- ------- --- ---------- 194

1

, 
Net increase, excluding National Mili-

WY ""bll•bmen '-- ------- ••• ------- - - --- - - ----- - ---- - - - - - T Military Establishment____ ________ 455, 815 455, 951 10, 871 10, 735 
Net increase, including National 

Military Establishment_ ___________ ---------- ---------- 136 
I 

TABLE V.-FederaZ employees assigned to mutual defense assistance program 1 

Civilian personnel Payroll (in thousands) 

Department or agency 
In March In February Increase<+> or In February In January Increase ( +) or 

numbered- numbered- decrease ( -) was- was- decrease ( - ) 

Total.. __ --------------------------- -- -------------------------------- 5,864 4, 771 

~t~~~~f:~~;E{i!~~n :ft~~~~~~~~~~====================================== 
Ei~m:m ~~ m ~~:!~~~~=============================================== 

70 
13 
35 

4,412 
598 
736 

69 
9 

24 
3,865 

589 
215 

1 See note with reference to table V. 

STATEMENT BY SENATOR H.F. BYRD, CHAIRMAN, 
JOINT COMMITTEE ON REDUCTION OF NON• 
ESSENTIAL FEDERAL EXPENDITURES, IN CON• 
NECTION WITH THE MONTHLY REPORT ON 
FEDERAL PERSONNEL AND PAY, FEBRUARY• 

MARCH 1950 
Temporary employment by the Depart

ment of Commerce incident to the seven
teenth decennial census probably reached 
ite peak during March when the total of 

census enumerators, supervisors, and clerks 
mounted to 145,055. This was an increase 
in the temporary census employment of 
142,156 over those on the rolls in February. 

These temporary census employees in
creased total civilian employment in the 
executive branch in M:arch to 2,091,895. Ex
clusive of temporary census employees total 
civilian employment in the executive branch 
during the month was 1,946,840._ 

+1,093 $1, 249 t651 +$598 

+1 31 32 -1 
+4 7 2 +5 

+11 11 12 -1 
+547 984 383 +601 

+9 163 221 -58 
+521 63 I +52 

Exclusive of temporary census employees 
there was a net decrease of 2,229 in the other 
civilian employment in the executive branch. 

Exclusive of the temporary census em
ployees there was a slight net increase in the 
civilian agencies of the Government, While 
total civilian employment in the Military 
Establishment continued to decline for the 
seventh consecutive month since the John
son retrenchment order last August. 
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The March civilian employment decreases 

in the Military Establishment totaled 2,386 
bringing this employment down to 742,841. 
Employment in the civilian agencies in 
March, exclusive of the temporary census 
roll, totaled 1,203,999 as compared with 
1,203,842 in February, an increase of· 157. 

Civilian agencies reporting major increases 
were Commerce Department (in addition to 
temporary census employees), Agriculture 
Department, Interior Department, Treasury 
Department, Federal Security Agency, and 
Housing and Home Finance Agency. 

Agencies reporting major decreases in
cluded all of the components of the National 
Military Establishment, along with Post 
Office Department, Philippine War Damage 
Commission, National Labor Relations Board, 
Panama Canal, and Veterans' Administration. 

BILLS INTRODUCED 

Bills were introduced, read the first 
time, and, ·bY unanimous consent, the 
second time, and ref erred as follows: 

By Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina: 
S. 3555. A bill defining and regulating the 

practice of the profession of engineering and 
creating a Board of Registration for Pro
fessional Engineers in the District. of Colum
bia; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. DWORSHAK: 
S. 3556. 'A bill to authorize the construc

tion of certain irrigation and power projects 
in the Snake River Basin, Idaho, Wyo., and 
Oreg., and Crooked River, Oreg., to . estab
lish a Snake River Basin account, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Inte
rior and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. LANGER: 
S. 3557. A bill for the relief of Maia ·Andre 

and her mother, Mrs. Juliane Altenbrun; 
and 

s. 3558. · A bill for the relief of certain 
Palestinian Arab refugees; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEHMAN: 
S. 3559. A bill to pe.rmit suit to be brought 

on the claims of the estates of Arthur F. 
Saladino, Joseph Spivak, · and Irving Wein
berg against the United States; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. 
(for himself, Mr. NEELY, and Mr. 
HUMPHREY): 

S. 3560. A bill to rescind the order of the 
Postmaster General curtailing certain postal 
services; to the Committee on Post Office and 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. WILEY: 
S. 3561. A bill to provide that the absence 

of any individual for 20 years shall be 
deemed sufficlent evidence of death for the 
purpose of laws administered by the Vet
erans' Administration; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

INVESTIGATION ON SUBVERSIVE ACTIVI
TIVES IN THE GOVERNMENT SERVICE 

Mr. FLANDERS. Mr. President, I sub
mit a resolution and ask unanimous con-
sent to make a brief statement in ref
erence to it not to exceed 4 minutes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection? The Chair hears none, and the 
Senator from Vermont may proceed. 

Mr. FLANDERS. Mr. President, the 
resolution reads as follows: 

Whereas the investigation o! the Foreign 
Relations Subcommittee lnto charges against 
the loyalty of the officials and employees of 
the State Department has been going on 
since March 8, 1950; and 

Whereas on the present method of proce· 
dure it appears that said investigation can · 
be continued indefinitely to the detriment 
of the morale of the Department and to the 

handicapping of our foreign relations abroad: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Foreign Relations Sub
committee be required to continue its subse
quent proceedings on this subject in execu
tive session; and also be it 

Resolved, That the Committee shall in ad
dition to the above investigation address 
itself to a study of prese:µt methods for ~s
suring loyalty of departmental officials and 
employees, and also make such recommenda
tions to the Senate as it may see fit for the 
improvement of such procedures. 

Mr. President, the resolution just read 
is a result of serious concern on my part 
with the history and the results to date 
of the investigation of the charges 
against the State Department and its 
personnel. I have long been disturbed 
by State Department policy. ·I was par
ticularly disturbed to learn how close was 
the agreement bJtween the official party 
line of the Chinese Communists and the 
attitude and actions of the State De
partment wit~1 reference to China. 

We all realize that there was no easy 
answer to the Chinese situation. Many 
of us believe that the courses actively 
taken have not been justified by the 
events, and that the doubts and fears 
we have felt for some years past ·have 
been justified by the events. 

The time has come when proceeding 
further along the present lines in the 
State Department investigation can do 
little good. It can do much harm. As 
the resolution indicates, it is affecting 
unfavorably the morale of able and con
scientious public servants and it is caus
ing astonishment and uncertainty in our 
relations abroad. 

It is therefore proposed that the in
vestigating committee, without ceasing 
its investigations, shall now carry them 
on in executive session. I would earn
estly suggest also, as I did on March 31, 
that in executive session all pertinent 
records be made available to the com
mittee, so that any suspicion of a white
wash can be completely removed. 

It is further urgently suggested that 
the committee address itself to construc
tive criticism and suggestion as to fu
ture policy. It will be most unfortunate 
if constructive action does not come out 
of the investigation and if nothing re
sults from it but political charges and 
countercharges. 

The resolution <S. Res. 268), submitted 
by Mr. FLANDERS, was referred to the 
CJmmittee on Foreign Relations. 
AMENDMENT OF TAX BILL-AMEND-

MENTS 

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina 
and Mr. MAYBANK each submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
them, respectively, to H. R. --, a tax, 
bill, which was ref erred to the Commit
tee on Finance and ordered to be printed. · 

HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED 

The joint resolution <H. J. Res. 466) 1 

to permit articles impc;>rted from foreign . 
countries for the purpose of exhibition 
at the First United States International 
Trade Fair, IncorPorated; Chicago, Ill., to i 
be admitted without payment of tariff, 
and for , other purposes, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Commit
tee on Finance. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

As in executive session, 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 

Senate, messag.es from the President of 
the United States submitting sundry 
nominations, which were referred to the 
appropriate committees. · 

<For nominations this day received, 
see the end of Senate proceedings.) 
REVIEW OF REPORTS ON CHARLESTON 

HARBOR, S. C. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the RECORD, for information, a resolution 
which it is my purpose to submit to the 
Committee on Public Works of the Sen
ate, concerning reports of the Board of 
Engineers for Rivers· and Harbors on 
Charleston Harbor, S. C. · 

There being no objection, the resolu
tion was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

Resolved by the Committee on Publio 
Works of the United States Senate, That the 
Board· of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors 
be, and is hereby, requested to review the 
reports on Charleston Harbor, S. C., submitted 
1n House Document No. 259, Seventy-sixth 
Congress, first session, and previous reports, 
with a view of determining if the existing 
project should be modified in any way at 
this time, with particular reference to the 
desirability of Increasing the present author
ized channel depth of 30 feet in Cooper River 
east and north of Drum Island to a depth of.. 
35 feet. 

NATIONAL DEFENSE WEEK-ARTICLI" BY 
SENATOR WILEY 

(Mr. WILEY asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD an article entitled 
"If You Were Joe Stalin," written by him, 
and published in the magazine the Reserve 
Officer for May 1950, Which appears in the 
Appendix.] 

ST. LAWRENCE SEAWAY MUST BE COM
PLETED-STATEMENT BY SENATOR 
WILEY 

[Mr. WILEY asked and obtained · leave to 
have printed in the RECORD a statement pre
pared by h im on the subject of the St. 
Lawrence seaway, which appears in the 
Appendix.] 

THIS NATION UNDER GOD-SENATE 
CHAPLAIN'S ENDORS~ENT OF BOOK 
BY SENATOR THOMAS OF UTAH 

[Mr. WILEY asked and obtained leave to 
ha_ve pri_nted in the RECORD an editorial by . 
Dr. Frederick Brown Harris commending a 
recent book by Senator THOMAS of Utah en
titled "This Nation Under God," from the 
Washington Star of May 7, 1950, which ap
pears in the Appendix.] 

ADDRESS BY GOVERNOR DEWEY AT AN
NUAL NEW YORK STATE REPUBLICAN 
COMMITTEE D~ 

[Mr. IVES asked and obtained leave to 
printed in the REcoRD the address delivered 
by Governor Dewey o! New York at the an
nual New York State Republican Committee 
dinner, at the Waldorf Astoria Hotel, New 
York City, May. 4, 1950, which appears in 
the Appendix.] 

RECLAMATION IN. THE ARID AND SEMI
- ARID WEST---"ADDRESS BY WILLIAM E. 

WELSH 
[Mr. BUTLER asked and obtained lee.veto 

have printed in the RECORD an address en
titled "Reclamation J.n the Arid and Semi
Arid West," delivered by William E. Welsh, 
secretary-manager, National Reclamation As· 
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sociation, before the Fortieth Convention of 
the National Rivers and Harbors Congress, 
at Washington, D. C., which appears in the 
Appendix.) 

RIVER VALLEYS DEVELOPMENT-ARTICLE 
BY WILLARD R. ESPY 

[Mr. MURRAY asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the REcoRD an article on 

. river-valley development, written by Wil
lard R. Espy, and published in the magazine 
section of the New York Times of May 7, 
1950, which appears in the AppendiX.] 

BOSTON HERALD ON ADDRF.SS BY JOSEPH 
A. ERICKSON 

[Mr. SALTONSTALL asked and obtained 
leave to have printed in the RECORD an edi
torial entitled "New England Rallied," pub
lished in the Boston Herald of May 3, 1950, 
which appears in the AppendiX.] 

TO HELP MR. ACHESON-EDITORIAL 
FROM THE PROVIDENCE JOURNAL 

[Mr. LEAHY asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD an editorial en
titled "To Help Mr. Acheson," published in 
the Providence (R. I.) Journal of May 3, 
1950, which appears in the AppendiX.] 

TERMINATION OF RENT CONTROL 
[Mr. CAIN ask-ed and obtained leave to 

have printed in the RECORD several letters 
and an editorial p-ertaining to termination 
of rent control, which appear in the Ap
pendix.) 

THE KERR NATURAL-GAS BILL-
EDITORIAL COMMENT 

[Mr. KERR asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD an editorial en
titled "Real Reason for Kerr Bill Veto," from 
the Southeast Oklahoman. of April 20, 1950, 
of Hugo, Okla., and an editorial from the 
Texhoma (Okla.) Times of April 20, 1950! 
which appear in the Appendix.) 

RECOGNITION OF COMMUNIST CHINA-
LETTER FROM FORMER PRESIDENT 
HOOVER 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the body of the RECORD a letter dated . 
May 6, 1950, addressed to me by the Hon
orable Herbert Hoover, former President 
. of the United States, relative to a letter 
which was sent to President Truman and 
was signed by 35 Members of the Senate 
of the United States, which letter ap
pears on page 6492 of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD of May 5. 

There being no objection, the letter 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

NEW YORK, N. Y., May 6, 1950, 
The Honorable WILLIAM F. KNOWLAND, 

Unite.ct States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

MY DEAR SENATOR: You ask my view of the 
request you and your colleagues have made 
for a positive declaration that the United 
States will not recognize Communist China 
and that it will oppose its membership in the 

· United Nations. 
I do not assume there is any such inten

tion, but it is certain that such a declaration 
would clear up some of the fog in these 
questtons. 

Certainly the recognition of the Moscow 
satellite government in China would be ~ 
further surrender in the cold war which Gen
eral Bradley intimates we are losing. It 
would be a further acceptance of the sweep 
of the Kremlin's aggressive militarism, ag
nosticism, and Red imperialism. It is a sys
tem oi immorality and without compassion 
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that we cannot accept. - It would plant an
other nest of Communist propagandists and 
agents in Washington and in every Chinese 
consulate over the land. It would betray 
millions of Chinese still struggling against a 
slave state. 

The admission of Communist China into 
the United Nations with the support of the 
United States would inevitably result in all 
of the above effects. In addition it would add 
further to the already dominantly destructive 
forces in the United States. 

If the United Nations is ever to be useful to 
the human race, it must free itself of Com
munist domination, not add to it. 

· Yours faithfully, 
HERBERT HOOVER, 

RECOGNITION OF COMMUNIST CHINA
LET.TER FROM SENATOR SMITH OF NEW 
JERSEY TO THE PRESIDENT 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Presi
dent, last week befo:r:e I got back to the 
Senate after my recent illness my dis
tinguished colleague, the junior Senator 
from California [Mr. KNowLAND], and 
34 other Senators, joined in a letter to 
the President with regard to our policy 
in the matter of the recognition of Com
munist China. 

As I was not present when this letter 
was sent, I was unable to join in it but 
I immediately wrote a let~er to the Presi
dent expressing myself along similar 
lines, and I ask unanimous consent to 
insert my letter to the President in the 
body of the RECORD in connection with 
these remarks. 
· There being no objection, the letter 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, · 
as follows: 

The PRESIDENT, 
Washington, D. C. 

MAY 5, 1950. 

MY DEAR Ma. PaEsmENT: Because I have 
been away from the Senate on account of my 
recent append1x operation, I was not pres
ent yesterday when my colleagues in the 
Senate addressed a letter to you on the sub
ject of the recognition of the Chinese Com
munist government. From the newspaper 
.reports I note that 35 Senators addressed this 
communication to you and took the position 
that the American Government should 
promptly make it clear that: 

"(l) We have no present intention of rec
ognizing the Communist regime in China, 
and 

"(2) We shall actively oppose the move by 
representatives of the Soviet Union to un
seat the representatives of the Republic of -
China and to extend membership to the 
representatives of the Communist regime of 
that country in the United Nations." 

I want to take this occasion to identify 
myself completely with this communication 
and to urge on you the vital importance, as 
I see it, of adopting the policy set forth in 
the letter. 

My trip to the Far East last fall made it 
very clear to me that what has. happened in 
China has been the conquest by Russia of 
that unfortunate country through the Rus
sian method of infiltration and boring from 
within. To recognize the Chinese Commu
nists would mean to recognize Russia's in
defensible conquest. 

Always cordially yours, 
H. ALEXANDER SMITH. 

SECOND ANNIVEESARY OF RECOGNITION 
OF ISRAEI.r--STATEMENT BY SENATOR 
SMITH OF NEW JERSEY 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Pres
ident, because of my recent illness I was 

not present in the Senate during the 
week the new State of Israel was cele
bratiag its second anniversary. It was, 
therefore, not possible for me to make 
any statement on the floor at that time. 
I had prepared a brief statement in con
nection with this anniversary which was 
published in one of the important Jew
is:1 newspapers of my State, and I ask 
unanimous consent that this statement 
may be included in the RECORD at this 
point in my remarks. 

There being no objection, the state
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
STATEMENT BY SENATOR H. ALEXANDER SMITH, 

OF NEW JERSEY, IN CONNECTION WITH THE 
SECOND ANNIVERSARY OF THE RECOGNITION 
OF THE STATE OF ISRAEL 
Just 2 years ago, after a long and courage

ous struggle, the free State of Israel was 
added to the growing family of the world's 
free nations. It is fitting that all Americans 
should mark this anniversary, not only be
cause Americans made a major contribution 
to the success of this great venture, but in a 
larger sense because the birth of a free demo
cratic nation anywhere in the world 
strengthens the cause of freedom for which 
so many Americans have labored and died 
over the centuries. 

I am happy to add my greeting to the 
people of Israel on their second anniversary 
of independence, and to wish them many 
years of prosperity in a peaceful world. 

THE FLORIDA PRIMARY ELECTION-EDI
TORIAL FROM OMAHA (NEBR.) HERALD· 
TRIBUNE 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in ' 
the body of the RECORD an editorial en
titled "It Can Be Done," appearing in 
the May 4 issue of t~1e Omaha World
Herald. 

There being no objection, the editorial 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD. 
as follows: 

IT CAN BE DONE 
It can be done. 
The phony liberals, the vote-buying, and 

deficit-spenders can be beaten . 
The Florida primary proved that. 
CLAUDE PEPPER was no mere underling in 

the left-wing crowd. He was a leader, a 
member of the New Deal and Fair Deal polit
buro. During the campaign just closed he 
·boasted that he had supported Roosevelt and 
Truman administrations virtually 100 per
cent since entering the Senate in 1936. The 
only blot on his left-wing record was this: 
he temporarily deserted Harry Truman in 
1948-because he thought the President had 
become too conservative. But that rift was 
quickly healed. In the Eighty-first Con
gress, Senator PEPPER again became the bell
wether of big-spending radicalism. 

In the campaign, CLAUDE PEPPER exploited 
his record to the utmost. But he was beaten 
resoundingly by GEORGE SMATHERS, a 36-year
old Congressman and veteran of the Marine 

. Corps. 
More important than SMATHERS' victory is 

the way in which he won it. 
So far as press dispatches reveal, there was 

not one word of me-taoism in his campaign. 
He slugged it out with his adversary, swap
ping punches on every issue. 

PEPPER wanted to repeal the Taft-Hartley 
Act. SMATHERS said he had voted for the 
act in the House, and would fight to save it. 

PEPPER excused deficit spending, and said 
it was· all due to the war. SMATHERS de
nounced it and said it could be and should 

· be stopped. 
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PEPPER advocated the President's health-

1nsurance plan. SMATHERS denounced it as 
state m edicine. 

PEPPER called for more Federal financing, 
broader public service, increased old-age as
sistance and all the other trappings Of the 
Truman program and the welfare state. 
SMATHERS denounced the whole program, said 
the welfare state was a hoax and would ac
tually turn out to be a jail state. 

In summation, SMATHERS said the cam
paign was a fight bet ween the s.ocialistic 
trend-erroneously called liberalism-and 
the preservation of a solvent . Government 
which can pay for social reforms only if it 
retains a sound economic base. 

These two men, to the credit of both, h ad 
enough courage to stand and fight on their 
basic political philosophi'es. And the man 
who rejected and denounced the whole 
hocus-pocus of bankrupt, welfare govern
ment won a smashing victory. 

SMATHERS and PEPPER are both Democrats, 
runnin g in a State in which nominat ion is 
equal to elect ion. 

But wh at Congressman SMATHERS d id 
should stand as a lesson, dramatic and in
spiring, to those timid Republicans who have 
baen afraid to challenge spendthrift do
goodlsm. 

They say you can't lick the payroll vote. 
They say you can't overcome the benefit 
vote. They say you dasn't shoot Santa 
Clause. 

But GEORGE SMATHERS did all those 
things. 

He didn't say, "I could do it bett er." He 
said, "I wouldn't do it, period." And he won. 

The fight he m ade and the victory he won 
should bring new hope to those sober-minded 
Americans of all parties who, in recent years, 
have acquired a defeatist complex and think 
there is no use struggling against the inevi
table. 

In some States, at any r'ate, possibly in all 
the States, the battle for a decent solvent 
government of free men can be won. 

The need is for men, candidates and po
litical leaders, who will have the guts to stand 
up and fight. Let the leaders of the party of 
opposition take note. 

SHOW-DOWN FOR HAWAII'S DEMO
CRATS-EDITORIAL FROM HONOLULU 
ADVERTISER 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the body of the RECORD a short editorial 
entitled "Show-down for Hawaii's Demo
crats," appearing in the May 2 issue of 
the Honolulu Advertiser. I wish to as
sure the Members of the Senate that 
there is nothing partisan in the editorial, 
and that my sympathy is with the mi
nority party which met there a weelc ago 
yesterday. 

There being no objection, the editorial 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

SHOW-DOWN FOR HAWAIJ'S DEMOCRATS 
A split in Hawaii's Democratic Party leader._ 

ship led to the holding of two Territorial 
conventions on Sunday, instead of one. Both 
claimed to represent the party's rank and· 
file membership in the Territory. One, the 
smaller numerically, stood firmly on the 
straight-line principles of Jeffersonian de
mocracy. The larger group took its position 
on the extreme left, condoning and applaud
ing its members who refused recently to 
assist the Walter congressional committee in 
its efforts to unmask communism here. 

The straight-liners took prompt action 
to rehabilit at e and cleanse the local. Demo
cratic organization. They declared vacant 
the offices in the precinct clubs whose ma
chinery h ad been seized by the left ist s, and 
called for a show-down elec'Gion to refi ll them. 

The leftists attempted to dismiss National 
Committeeman Charles E. Kauhane and Na
tional ·committeewoman Victoria K. Holt, 
denounced Governor Stainback, and lionized 
the witnesses who refused to swear that tlley 
were · not Communists because to do so 
"might tend to incriminate them." 

Oscar L. Chapman, who as Secretary of the 
Interior ls the President's Cabinet member 
representing Hawall in national administra
tive affairs, quickly endorsed the straight
liners for withdrawing from Sunday's first 
convention when it was shown to be domi
nated by extreme leftists. 

Mr. Chapman recognized Communist in
filtration into Hawaii's Democratic Party 
ranks and admitted that it was a difficult 
situation to remedy because so many Com
munist sympathizers could not be identi
fied . The islands' problem, he explained to 
t h e United States Senators who are hearing 
the Territory's claim for statehood, is to 
keep Harry Bridges out of Hawaii. Governor 
Stainback's long fight on communism, he as
serted, was a 100-percent battle for Hawaii 
statehood. 

This attitude by the man highest in the 
n ational administration as it relates directly 
to Hawaii confirms the position taken and 
the warnings that were given to Hawaii's 
Democrats by members of their party on the 
Walter congressional committee. They were 
told by Congressman WALTER and his col
leagues that they must clean house in their 
local party if they expect it to attain the 
dignity and respect to which it is entitled. 
Now Mr. Chapman tells them the same thing 
forthrightly and in plain words. 

Whether they heed these warnings or not 
depends their chances for future approval 
by the people of Hawaii generally. Their 
chance for a housecleaning comes in the new 
precinct elections that h ave been called by 
the straight-line Democratic convention. 

COMMUNISTS IN GOVERNMENT SERVICE 

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, in this 
morning's Washington Post and in the 
New York Herald Tribune there ap
peared an open letter from the renowned 
journalist, Mr. Joseph Alsop, to the dis
tinguished senior Senator from Mary
land [Mr. TYDINGS] dealing with the 
current investigation of alleged Commu
nists in the State Department and the 
relationship of that investigation to our 
China policy. I do not myself have orig:
inal knowelge of the truth of the asser
tions in regard to our China policy made 
by Mr. Alsop, but I feel that these state
ments, coming from an individual of 

· such high standing in the journalistic 
world, should have the attention of the 
entire country. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the Senate to insert this open 
letter into the body of the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

McCARTHY'S VICTIMS 
(By Joseph Alsop) 

AN OPEN LETTER TO SENATOR TYDINGS 
After long hesitation, I am impelled by the 

appalling effects in Europe of the McCARTHY 
witch hunt to offer my testimony to your 
committee, for what it may be wort h. 

I do so for two rea$ons. First, I have al
ready sharply criticized the conduct of our 
affairs in China on several occasions. Sec
ond, I was intimately involved in the events 
which led to the loss of China, whereas Sena
tors MCCARTHY, WHERRY, and TAFT and their 
informants are offering second-hand evi
dence. This evidence is so obviously cor
rupted by political and other pressures that 

it is a duty to correct the impression con
veyed. 

Stating the case as briefly as possible, I 
think it fair to say that the really crucial 
years in China were those when Gen. Joseph 
W. Stilwell commanded the China-Burma
India theater, from 1942 to 1944. In this 
period, .Professor Lattimore, who was always 
at best a fringe figure, played his most im
portant role in our China policy, as a per
sonal adviser to Generalissimo Chiang Kai
shek. In this r ather brief assignment he ac
complished nothing, but he was quite obvi
ously loyal both to the American Govern
ment and to Generalissimo Chiang. 

Professor Lattimore had no part whatever 
in the real debate about China policy, in 
which the different points of view have been 
fantastically misrepresented by Senator Mc
CARTHY and his friends. No informed person 
ever supposed that offering blank checks to 
the National Government of China would 
accomplish anything. Those who advocated · 
a strong policy of aiding the National Gov
ernment only did so with the proviso that 
the aid given would be closely controlled by 
American representatives on the spot, as it 
was during the short and successful period 
of General We~emeyer's command. It should 
be noted that the congressional advocates of 
postwar aid to China specifically rejected· the 
responsibility involved in this sort of local, 
on-the-spot control, in the first major bill 
appropriating funds for the purpose during 
General Marshall's secretaryship of state. 

Return to the vastly more important war 
period, the o1;her school of thought was 
composed primarily of General Stilwell and 
his political advisers. General Stilwell, so 
far as one could judge, was chiefly animated 
by his personal detestation ·of Generalis
simo Chiang, arising from their disagree
ments. His political advisers; among whom 
was Mr. John Stewart Service, were operat
ing on a more reasoned theory, however. 

They asserted, first, that the National gov
ernment was too feeble and corrupt ever to 
be reformed, even with direct American help 
and under direct America_n pressure. They 
said, second, that the Chinese Communists 
were therefore bound to win in the end, no 
matter what measures might be taken by the 

. United States. In the third place, they ar
gued that the Soviet Union, insofar as it had 
intervened in .China at all,. had given all its 
assistance to the regime of Generalissimo 
Chiang Kai-shek rather than to the Commu-

. nists, who received no tangible Russian aid 
whatever until the war was over. Fourthly, 
they suggested that the Chinese Commu
nists might be induced to declare their in
dependence of the Kremlin if they were 
treated as friends and allies by the United 
States. 

Opening friendly relations and offering aid 
to the Chinese Communists was frankly ad
mitted, at the time, to be a bold gamble. 
The gamble now looks better than it did 
then. On the one hand, the Yugoslav Com
munists, whose experience was precisely 
what the experience of the Chinese 
Communists would have been if they had 
received American aid, have now rebelled 
against the Kremlin. On the other hand, 
the recent behavior of the Japanese Commu
nist leader, Nosalrn, a wartime refugee at 
Yenan and intimate friend of Mao Tse-tung, 
clearly suggests that the idea of independ
ence of the Kremlin must have been in the 
air in Communist China in wartime. 

My right to speak, if I may be said to have 
a right to speal~. derives from the fact that 
in wartime I was one of the chief American 
oppon ents of the school of thought I have 
summarized above. As a member of the 
staff of the American Volunteer Group, as 
chief of the Lend-Lease Mission to China, 
an d finally as an assist ant to Dr. T . V. Soon g, 
I did ever yt hing in m y power to .present the 
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pro-Nationalist · point of view in influential 
quarters in Washington. 

Those· who wished to develop an American 
policy of friendship toward, and aid to, the 
Chinese Communists were finally and de
cisively defeated with the dismissal of Gen
eral Stilwell, in October 1944. This occurred 
many months after I had finally succeeded 
in getting into uniform, as a member of 
Gen. C. L. Chennault's staff in the Four
teenth Air Force. But although I had long 
before become a mere junior officer in the 
Air Force, the effect of my letters to Harry L. 
Hopkins and the other representations I had 
made was acknowledged by implication in 
General Marshall's first instructions to Gen
eral Wedemeyer. 

These are, ·so to speak, my credentials. 
Having known the situation in wartime 
China far more intimately than any of the 
pro-McCarthy witnesses you have yet heard, 
I think it my duty to say that while I dis
puted the judgment, I never had the faintest 
doubt of the loyalty of any of "fihe American 
officials or others whom McCARTHY had at
tacked. They were serving the United States 
to the best of their ability, with courage and 
fidelity. This should be sufficient to protect 
them from the kind of vulgar attack Mc
CARTHY has made, even if their judgment was 
incorrect. 

Although our views clashed sharply, I was 
particularly well acquainted with Mr. Serv
ice. · To the best of my knowledge, although 
I thought then, and think now, that he was . 
gravely in error, he was a most conscientious 
and decent American public servant. It is 
difficult, of course, to offer hard evidence to 
support such contemporary impressions. 
But I may cite one fact, at least, to show 
how erroneous it can be to judge situations 
from the viewpoint of a later time. 

Former Vice President Henry A. Wallace 
has been, in effect, a pliable stooge for the 
American Communist Party for more than 2 
years. From this, many people have inferred 
that Wallace was a Communist stooge in 
wartime. In fact, ho-Wever, nothing could 
have been more contrary to the party line 
in wartime than to urge the dismissal of 
General Stilwell; yet Wallace recommended 
the dismissal of Stilwell and his replacement 
by Wedemeyer in a telegram from China to 
President Roosevelt in the late spring of 1944. 
Incidentally, the telegram was sent with the 
full knowledge of Mr. John Carter Vincent, 
who entered no protest whatever, although 
he too has been under attack as a Communist 
stooge. 

In conclusion, there are two points which 
I feel I must make. -First, I do not think I 
was wrong_ in opposing the policy of gam.: 
bling on winning the friendship of the Chi· 
nese Communists :;_nd inducing them to de
clare their independence of the Kremlin. I 
do not think I was wrong, simply because 
I, and the others who took the same view, 
could not possibly foresee that when this 
policy of winning the friendship of the Chi .. 
nese Communists had been defeated with 
the dismissal of General Stilwell, there would 
be a !Ong period after the war during which 
we had no China policy at all. 

None of the men now under attack by Sen
ator McCARTHY had any important responsi
bility, to my knowledge, for this singular 
hiatus. Speaking for myself, if I could have 
foreseen that the only alternative to a policy 
of gambling on the friendship of the Chinese 
Communists was a kind of vacuum of policy, 
I should have been on the other side in the 
struggle in China. The gamble on the Chi· 
nese Communists, although unnecessary, in 
my opinion, was at least a reasonable gam
ble, such as could be reasonably advocated 
by entirely loyal Americans. · 

Second, I should ·like to suggest to your 
committee that, if the test of loyalty is fol
lowing the line· of the Communist Party, 

you had much better launch an investiga
tion of Senators McCARTHY, WHERRY, and 
TAFT, than an investigation of Messrs. Latti
more, Service, and Vincent. Let the test be 
a tabulation of the key votes of the three 
Senators above mentioned on the great post
war measures of foreign policy, and espe
cially of their votes on key amendments by 
which bills can be nullified. 

Unless I am gravely mistaken, such a tabu
lation will show that these three Senators, 
and most of the others who have joined 
them in the present clamor, have voted the 
straight Communist Party line on every ma
jor issue of foreign policy, as laid down in 
the Daily Worker, ever since the end of the 
war. If temporary agreement with the party . 
line is to be made the test of loyalty, let 
these men be called to the bar to explain 
their records. 

In summary, I do not attempt to excuse 
or palliate the grave American mistakes in 
China, which I have often before denounced. 
But I submit that we may as well abandon 
all hope of having honest and courageous 
public servants, if mere mistakes of judg
ment are later to be transformed into evi
dences of disloyalty to the state. And I 
submit further that the Members of the 
Senate who are now persecuting these men 
who made, as I think, mistakes in China, 
have far more to explain, excuse, and ra
tionalize in their own records. I still be
lieve that the loss of China was unnecessary. 
But I think it far more important that we 
should not destroy the decent traditions of 
American political life. These now seem to 
be endangered. · 

THE POTENTIAL · DANGERS OF THE 
POINT 4 PROGRAM 

Mr . . WILEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that there be printed 
in the body of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
at this point a statement which I have 
prepared on the implications of the 
point 4 program. 

There being no objection, the state
ment was ordered ·to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
AMERICA MUST BE WARY IN ADMINISTRATION 

OF POINT 4 SET-UP 
CONFERENCE COMMITTEE TO WORK ON ECA BILL 

It is my pleasure to serve as a member 
of the conference committee between the 
Senate and House of Representatives which 
will consider the ECA bill, H. R. 7797. I 
have reference at this point, however, only 
to the point 4 phase of this legislation. 

Naturally, no one knows what we on this 
conference committee will work out even
tually on this score, but I do want to make 
it . unmistakably clear to the St~te Depart
ment and to the other agencies which will 
actually handle the administration of the 
point 4 program that the Members of the 
Senate will, like myself, be watching with 
very close attention the ultimate handling 
of the point 4 phase. It is my earnest hope 
that some of the comments which ~ am pre
senting below may serve as an indication of 
at least one Senator's position on the issue, 
and actually, I believe the position of many 
other Senators as symbolized by the excellent 
comments of the distinguished junior Sen
ator from Colorado [Mr. MILLIKIN] and the 
very able junior Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. SALTONSTALL] among others, last Friday 
evening. 

On that day, May 5, the Senate passed by a 
vote of 60 to 8, H. R. 7797, to extend the ECA 
Act of 1948 until June 30, 1951, after having 
substituted the provisions of our Senate ver
sion, S. 3304, for the House draft. 

MY VOTE ON POINT 4 AMENDMENTS 
Mr. President, I voted for the amendment 

·of the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CoN-

NALLY] initiating the technical knowledge 
and skills portion of the point 4 program-a 
limited amendment which was .adopted by a 
close vote of 37 to 36. I voted against the 
substitute amendment which would have 
only created a bipartisan commission to 
study all programs to stimulate capital in
vestment in and technical assistance for un
developed areas. That amendment was de
feated by a vote of 33 for, 41 against. Finally, 
I voted for Senator MILLIKIN's amendment 
which would have supplemented title V (the 
point 4 program) with a new title VI, to cre
ate a bipartisan commission to study all pro
grams to stimulate capital investment in and 
technical assistance to undeveloped areas. 
That amendment was, however, defeated by 
32 for, to 39 against. 

BIPARTISAN COMMISSION WOULD HAVE BEEN 
HELPFUL 

I am indeed sorry that this latter amend
ment was defeated, because (a) I think it 
was perfectly consistent with the Connally 
amendment and (b) it is quite obvious, I 
think, that the Connally amendment which 
we adopted merely provided for technical 
aid without any means of studying all of the 
tremendous implications of the over-all de
velopment program which could potentially 
have grave fiscal consequences to our coun
try. 

As pointed out by Senator MILLIKIN, the 
great Senator from Michigan, Mr. VANDEN
BERG, in writing to Administrator Hoffman, 
of the ECA, suggested that before we go into 
these far-reaching plans that we have a 
study committee similar to that which pre
sided at the ECA program. Senator MILLI
KIN advanced the hope that the Commis
sion we are proposing would reach the pres
tige of a Hoover Commission. The com
mittee would be in a position without in .. 
terfering with anything that has been done 
here today to examine all the existing laws 
on the subject. "' "' • We wol,lld get a 
study started which could come back in 
time for us to legislate "' "' • if it 
should be decided to legislate before the 
ECA program is ended in 1952. If it should 
be decided that there should be some kind 
of carry-on program, we would be equipped 
with the facts upon which we could reach 
our decision. 

I think that is a very lucid explanation 
indeed of the Millikin-Saltonstall amend· 
ment which would have added a new title VI 
to the bill. 

It is quite obvious I feel that even those 
Members of the Senate who voted in sup
port of this point 4 legislation did so with 
some misgivings. 

SCREENING OF POINT 4 MISSIONARIES 
Let me recall, if I may, that when I cross

examined the Secretary of State during the 
point 4 hearings, I emphasized that we 
needed American-minded missionaries, 
American-minded salesmen of freedom, so to 
speak, going abroad under this or any other 
program. That is why I will fight in com
mittee for retention of the amendment of 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. MUNDT] 
to the Connally amendment for thorough 
screening by the FBI of point 4 personnel. 

Now, let me say further that our people 
are becoming more and more anxious over 
the potentialities .for good and on the other 
hand the dangers of evil 1n the President's 
and the State Department's original sug
gestion for technical assistance to under
deve:oped areas of the world. 

When title V was reported unanimously 
in the Senate Foreign Relations Commit
tee, I was glad to lend my support of it, 
but at the same time I pointed out that 
there are many grounds on which other 
'Supporters and I feel this program could 
go astray and in effect boomerang against 
~mr American people. 
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WORLD DOES NEED TECHNICAL AID 

We are all acquainted with the dismal 
facts regarding underdevelopment through
out most of the world-the incredibly low 
income, appallingly low consumption 
throughout practically all of the earth. One 
and one-half billion peoples-two-thirds of 
the world's population-are living barely on 
or under subsistence. Yet, they dwell on 
lands which are rich in minerals and other 
commodities-spices, rubber, tin, coal, pre
cious metals, and a variety of other prod
ucts. Two-thirds of the world has a life 
expectancy of only 30 years, whereas in the 
west there is a life expectancy of 63 years. 
At the start of World War II well over three
fourths of the world's population over 10 
years of age was illiterate. 

We could add to these gloomy statistics 
the dismal economic story on underdevelop
ment . Recently a booklet was published by 
the Public Affairs Institute entitled, "Two
thirds of the World" by Mr. Harold R. Izaacs. 
He breaks the world down as follows: 

Developed countries-population 384,000,-
000; 

Intermediate countries-population 388,-
000,000; . . 

Undeveloped countries-population 1,565,-
000,000. 

I do not propose at this time however, to 
try to present a complete memorandum of 
all the pros or cons of this point 4 issue 
because the record is already quite replete 
with facts. I do, however, want to indicate 
that I have consulted with many sources both 
in person and by reading literature-mate
rials of, for example, the.Friends' Committee 
on National Legislation-the Quaker organi
zation which has vigorously supported title 
5 program. I have read the views of the 
Department of International Justice and 
Good Will, of the Federal Council of the 
Churches of Christ in America. This de
partment states in a recent brochure the close 
relationship between the role of missionary 
pioneers of the various faiths abroad-meet
ing the spiritual and material needs of for
eign peoples in underdeveloped regions-the 
close relationship between these missionaries 
and the work of the economic and social 
committee of the United Nations General 
Assembly, together with the forthcoming 
work under the point 4 assistance program. 

ADVICE OF RENOWNED ENGINEER 

Yes, I have consulter~ with these groups 
and with outstanding experts in private 
life--with Mr. Michael J. Deutch, for instance. 
Mr. Deutch is a consulting engineer of in
ternational experience and repute, and he 
certainly wishes well as I do, to our Amer
ican officials working on this program. But 
he has soundly indicated as various Senators 
have, that this point"4 program if it is to be 
successful, will require far more engineer
ing know-how than has been evidenced in 
the past in the foreign assistance field. 

Neither Mr. Deutch nor the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. MILLIKIN] or the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. SALTONSTALL] intend, I 
am sure aught but good, for American aid 
abroad, aught but good to the State Depart
ment in the tremendous challenge before 
it. But these gentlemen's eyes are clearly 
open to the realities of the situation. 

It is these realities which I am mention
ing now, in view of the fact that the debate 
last Friday was of such length and the 
hour so late that evening that a detailed 
treatment was not possible then. 

THE SUM FOR POINT 4 

In total appropriations involved in this 
program, title V authorizes some $45,000,-
000. This sum, while large in terms of pri
vate industry, amounts to only 3Y:i percent 
of our military-aid expenditures-$45,000,-
000 in relation to $1,314,000,000. I am sure 
that all of the American people will agree 
that insofar as we are concerned, we would 

indeed prefer that if circumstances allowed, 
that more money be devoted to peaceful ef

. forts than to machinery for war. However, 
we have no alternative in view of the present 
cold war in which we find ourselves. 

Lest, however, anybody misconstrue the 
$45,000,000 as mere peanuts, let us bear in 
mind the fact that some of the global do
gooders have been talking in terms of im
mense $5,000,000,000 projects in the same 
breath as they have mentioned this technical 
assistance program. Now, Mr. President, if 
some of our maladministrators propose to 
visit some desert area or some other under
developed region and say to the folks in that 
area: "You people could use a nice $5,000,000,-
000 project for hydroelectric power." Such 
·information could boomerang terribly against 
America. Why? Because we do not contem
plate any such aid in actual construction 
projects and we do not want these foreign 
peoples to be disappointed into believing 
that we are going to lend or give them bil
lions of dollars for huge industrial projects. 

POINT 4 MUST NOT BE WPA 
In other words, Mr. President, point 4 is 

not intended as a basis for a world-wide 
WPA, and I, for one, will fight with all the 
power at my command against it becoming 
one. We are not intending to buy sympathy 
all over the world on a global give-away pfo
gram. We are not intending to pour billions 
of dollars into foreign countries to develop 
their potentialities at the very same time 
America is facing a grave fiscal situation 
here at home. 

Now, Mr. President;in talking and writing 
with many distinguished business leaders, 
engineers, and investors, I find, as I have 
indicated, a grave amount of apprehension 
over the State Department's plan of the 
point 4 program. It seems that the State 
Department has in its previous discussions 
and writings of point 4 merely given a vol
uminous recital of what various sections 
of the UN have done in this field or what 
numerous traveling officials of our own Gov
ernment have done. However, we do not 
have a clear picture of what the State De
partment itself intends to do. Yes, we know 
that the Institute of Inter-American Affairs 
will continue to carry out certain of its ex
isting programs, that the United Nations will 
continue to handle a certain share of the 
programs, but what specifically will the new 
agency to be set up within the State De
partment for coordination purposes do? 

FUNDS MUST NOT BE MISUSED 
I trust that this coordinating agency will 

not spend the funds by exclusively distrib
uting them among existing Government de
partments for huge travel allowances for 
American officials and for printing thousands 
of technical pamphlets. Yes, it may be well 
and good t!'.) send an $8 per diem TV A or 
Bureau of Reclamation expert abroad. But 
in spite of all the reports this expert would 
make, he could still not in the slightest rem
edy the lack of natural resources in a par
ticular land or the severance of an economic 
artery with the iron curtain. 

I trust, moreover, that the State Depart
ment will not construe the point 4 pro
gram as meaning that it has a blank check 
to hire college faculties en masse to prepare 
studies here in our own country. While I 
have a tremendous appreciation of the work 
that has been done and can be done in 
American colleges, in both the social and 
physical sciences, I do not feel that we are 
aiming this program merely toward the pro
duction of some literary epics which will 
thereupon become principally reference tools 
for college libraries throughout the country. 
In other words, Mr. President, I am empha
sizing the theme that as much as we need 
TVA or Bureau of Reclamation experts in 
certain types of work, as much as we can 
benefit (as we have benefited) from college. 
faculty personnel, our basic need is for more 

engineers with solid business experience 
abroad. 

And let me point out that I do not have in 
mind large construction engineering firms 
exclusively. On the contrary, these huge en
gineering firms specialize in the erection of 
big plants in the United States and we must 
make absolutely sure that we do not send 
engineers abroad who have been exclusively 
conditioned to think in terms of huge, am
bitious industrial projects to sell. 

WE MUST TEACH AME!UCAN WAY 
Our basic challenge is to teach other coun

tries of the world American methods of 
work-the aggressive, practical, free, ef
ficient way of doing things. We must give 
them data, advice, and know-how to develop 
their own resources, to assist these people in 
helping themselves. We can do this prin
cipally through engineers and other substan
tial business experts. But these enoineers 
I repeat, must not go out with the thought 
in back of their mind that they will ulti
mately get huge contracts for their firms to 
build multi-billion-dollar projects. 

Let me point out, Mr. President, that 
American investments abroad have had a 
very bad history of being mistreated. Why? 
Well, in part bec~use for the last 18 years, 
United States busmess has been subjected to 
all sorts of local demagogue«y and socia1istic 
encroachm~mt. Does the State Department, 
for example, propose that we beg some for
eign labor government to allow an American 
mining investor to take a minority position 
in a new mining venture under a stringent 
local decree which -will, say, limit profits to 
3 or 4 percent when this same investor can 
:r,-ight he;:e in the United States get what 
amounts to a blue-chip yield of ·8 percent? 
Why should any -of our investors go a broad 
for 3 or 4 percent-even if that sum is guar
anteed by the overburdened American tax
payer-when without, comparatively speak
ing, such problam of socialistic interference 
the same investor might get 8 percent here at 
home? 

In other words, these investors will go 
abroad when they get sufficient return on 
their investment and when they are sure 
that the governments abroad have developed 
a genuine appreciation of the need for a 
favorable climate of investment. It is up 
to us therefore, to sell the American way, 
the pioneering way, to foreign governments, 
to demonstrate to them how research has 
pioneered in the creation of new synthetic 
products and other new products, how re
search has developed new needs an.ct new 
employment to fill those needs. Once we can 
convince these foreign governments, they 
will appreciate the fact that the American 
investor is entitled to a sufficient!~ attractive 
capital yield. 

SUMMARY 
In summary, Mr. President, I do not be

lieve that our own government channels are 
set up for a completely impartial assessment 
of foreign-country resources and shortcom
ings. I would like to see our country get 
into the habit of consulting expert inter
nationally-experienced engineers who are not 
trying to sell multi-billion-dollar projects 
but are merely trying to give unbiased pro
fessional advice. I don't want to see this 
point 4 program degenerate into a world
wide WPA or degenerate into a grab bag for 
a few favored private firms or degenerate 
into a convenient way for administration 
agencies to increase their budget or degen
erate into an excursion or junket medium 
for American Government officials who have 
a yen to visit foreign countries. 

These are the dangers-these are the big 
potential liabilities. 

On the other hand, we do have an oppor
tunity to render genuine albeit limited tech
nical service to that two-thirds of the world 
which is indeed underdeveloped and which 
looks to America for real leadership. 
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REORGANIZATION PLAN NO. 1-?:lOTICE 

OF RESOLUTION TO DISAPPROVE 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent to make an an
nouncement about Reorganization Plan 
No. 1. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection? The Chair hears none. The 
Senator may proceed. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I understand it 
is the present purpose of the senior Sen
ator from Ohio [Mr. TAFT] to call up 
his resolution to disapprove Reorgan
ization Plan No. 12 next Wednesday, 
with a view to having a vote on it the 
following day, Thursday. I wish to give 
notice that following the vote on Reor
ganization Plan No. 12 I sh.all call up 
my resolution to disapprove Reorgani
zation Plan No. 1, which involves the 
independent status of the Comptroller 
of the Currency. 

SPEECH BY HAROLD E. STASSEN 

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, in view of 
the comments made by some Senators 
on the floor last Friday evening . con
cerning a speech delivered by a former 
Governor of Minnesota, Harold E. Stas
sen, who is now president of the Uni
versity of Pennsylvania, and inasmuch 
as there was quite a discussion about 

. the speech, I ask ·unanimous consent 
that a copy of the speech may be printed 
in the ·Appendix of the RECORD in order 
that all may know what the speech actu
ally was. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, reserving 
the right to object, I inquire if Mr. Stas
sen in that speech made the remarks 
·the press attributed to him in respect 
to the President of the United States 
being the worst President in the history 
of this Nation? If it does, I am com
pelled to object. Then I want the Sen
ator to read the speech on the floor at 
a later date if he desires to do so, so at 
that time maybe I can use rule XIX as 
it was used against me the other day. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. THYE. Indeed, I am glad to 
yield. 

Mr. TAFT. Does the Senator from 
Illinois remember what the President 
said about the Eightieth Congress? 

Mr. LUCAS. I remember what he 
said about the Eightieth Congress, but 
we are not talking about that now. We 
are talking about what Stassen said 
about the President of the United States. 
I can remember some of the things the 
Senator from Ohio has been saying, too, 
if the Senator desires to go into that 
category. ~ut I am not talking about 
that now. I am talking about the speech 
which was made by the former Governor 
of Minnesota, and I shall be compelled 
to object at this moment. · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sen
ator from Illinois objects. 

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, if the Sen
ator objects, I .should .like to have the 
opportunity to read the speech into the 
RECORD. 

Mr. LUCAS. I object to that at the 
present time, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is 
heard. 

PROGRAM FOR DAILY SESSIONS 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President, I 
take this opportunity to ask the major
ity leader, in view of his statement as to 
his plans on Friday, appearing at page 
6499 of the RECORD, as to how late he 
contemplates the session today will con
tinue, and so on throughout the coming 
week? He states in this brief statement 
that he expects the Senate to sit usual 
hours. I should merely like to know 
what he contemplates by that statement. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, in reply 
to the Senator from Massachusetts, I 
may say it is a little difficult for me to 
inform any Senator the exact time the 
Senate will recess. As the Senator from 
Massachusetts knows, we have been tak
ing recesses anywhere from 5 to 8 o'clock, 
and I presume we shall follow the same 
procedure. I cannot exactly tell when 
the Senate will recess. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. In other words, 
on an ordinary day, would it be around 
6 o'clock, or thereabouts? 

Mr. LUCAS. Thereabouts, yes. 
Mr. SALTONSTALL. But not to run 

on into the evening? 
Mr. LUCAS. That is correct, unless 

some Senator is in the throes of a lengthy 
speech and desires to continue with it, 
in which case I shall remain as long as 
any Senator desires to talk. That I am 
unable to anticipate or to control. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I thank the Sen~ 
a tor. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS-RESOLUTIONS ON 

REORGANIZATION PLANS 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I desire 
to make a brief statement in response 
to the statement made by the able Sen
ator from Virginia [Mr. ROBERTSON], with 
respect to the calling up of certain re
organization plans which will be reported 
adversely by the Committee on Expendi
tures in the Executive Departments. Un
der the rules, as I understand, we have 
until midnight of May 23. within which 
time to pass upon any of the reorgani
zation plans. Insofar as I am concerned, 
I am going to oppose any motion to take 
up one of these plans on the 11th of this 
month, in view of the fact that there still 
remain 12 days within which the Senate 
may act on any of the plans which may 
be reported adversely by the committee. 
I say that for this reason: It is my hope 
that the House of Representatives will 
pass upon some reorganization plans, 
and I understand it probably will do so. 
Then, if the House votes against a plan, 

. that, of course, ends it. If the House 
votes in the affirmative for a plan, of 
course it would come to the Senate then 
for consideration. I am not going to 'be 
stampeded into the consideration of this 
subject simply because some Senator de
sires to take up one of the plans on a cer
tain day. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President-
Mr. LUCAS. Just one moment. At 

that time, if the Senate by a majority 
vote desires to take up a resolution of 
·disapproval, that is one thing. But the 
Senator from Illinois will resist the tak-
ing up of any one of the reorganization 
plans at that particular time, because 
we are just beginning debate on the fair-

employment-practices bill. Yet, all of 
a sudden, we have two notices of inten
tion to seek consideration of two of the 
reorganization plans this week. I re
peat, I shall resist such a move. I have 
no disposition to delay the final deter
mination on these plans, in the event 
that the House does not pass on them 
one way or other, but I am not going to 
be stampeded into the taking up of the 
plans almost on the very eve of taking 
up the FEPC bill. I now yield to the 
Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, I 
can assure the distinguished majority 
leader that I have no desire to stampede 
him. I do not assume that I could do 
so, if I wanted to. But is not the dis
tinguished majority leader in error in 
assuming that both Houses must act on 
a reorganization plan? 

Mr. LUCAS. I am. not in error. If 
either House acts adversely upon a re
organization plan, that is the end of it, 
Senators, I am sure, feel that they have 
the votes to disapprove both plans re
f erred to. I have never seen Senators 
so anxious to get something before the 
Senate as are the able Senator from Vir
ginia and the able Senator from Ohio. 
The Senator from Ohio has talked about 
Reorganization Plan No. 12 almost every 
time he has had the opportunity. I am 
sure he is very, very much interested in 
getting it before the Senate. It must 
be that he has the votes, otherwise he 
would not be so anxious to get it up. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. The junior Sen
ator from Virginia is quite confiden~ 
that on Reorganization Plan No. 1 he has 
the votes. 

Mr. LUCAS. Yes; I am sure he has. 
Mr. ROBERTSON. Is the junior 

Senator from Virginia in error in assum
ing there is the possibility that we shall 
still be.on the FEPC measure on May 23? 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator from Vir
ginia could be correct about that. He 
knows more about that than I do. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Is the Senator 
from Virginia in error in assuming that, 
between now and that time, the Senate 
Committee on Expenditures in the Ex
ecutive Departments may report, four, 
five, six, or more disapproving resolu
tions? 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator has the 
privilege of moving to take up any of 
them at any time. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Under those cir
cumstances, with the Senate lil{ely to be 
engaged steadily on FEl?C until past 
May 23., and with a number of other 
matters coming up, does the distin
guished Senator from Illinois think that 
the Senator from Virginia is trying to 
stampede him, in asking for the privilege 
of having his resolution voted on before 
it is too late for a vote? 

Mr. LUCAS. Perhaps the word "stam
pede" was applied incorrectly to the 
Senator from Virginia. I still would 
apply it to the Senator from Ohio. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I merely want to 
say, in closing, Mr. President, that, while 
I realize that FEPC is apparently im
portant to some of my colleagues, I hope 
they will not overlook the attitude of 
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the bankers of the Nation and that of a 
great many other people, as well as the 
position definitely taken by the Secre
tary of the Treasury, that there will be 
I'_.:i!\ther economy nor efficiency as a re
sult of Reorganization Plan No. 1, and 
that they do not want any part of it. 
That situation should not be too calmly 
ignored. 

Mr. LUCAS. I think the Senator is 
correct, and perhaps the majority leader 
might vote with him at the proper time. 
But I still repeat what I said a moment 
ago. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I did not want to 
put the majority leader in any definite 
position, but I had a feeling that that 
would probably be his position. 

Mr. TAFT rose. 
Mr. LUCAS. I yfold to the Senator 

from Ohio for a question. 
Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, rather than 

ask the majority leader a question, I 
should like to make a statement in my 
own time, if the majority leader is 
through. 

ORDER IN DEBATE-RULE XIX 

Mr. LUCAS. I am not through, Mr. 
President. I should like to ask unani
mous consent to raise a hypothetical 
parliamentary inquiry, in view of what 
occurred in the Senate on May 3, 1950, 
as shown by page 6246 and the following 
pages, of the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
will state that he may have to give the 
Senator from Illinois a hypothetical 
parliamentary answer. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LUCAS. In keeping with the dual 
hypothetical question and order, Mr. 

· President, I should like to say that on 
May 3 in the discussion of certain prob
lems relating to the investigation now 
being conducted by a subcommittee of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, the 
Senator from Illinois was reading a state
ment which had been prepared by the 
State Department, which had been re
leased to the press, and which the press 
carried throughout the Nation. When 
the Senator from Illinois came to that 
part of the statement released by the 
State Department, in which it was said 
the claim that Mr. Lattimore had a desk 
in the State Department was untrue, at 
that moment the Senator from Ne
braska [Mr. WHERRY] rose majestically 
and called the Senator from Illinois to. 
order rule XIX. Before I could say a 
word, I was ordered by the Chair to take 
my seat under rule XIX. 

I propound· this inquiry, Mr. Presi
dent: Can a Senator, at any time when 
another Senator is speaking, merely rise 
and say in substance that the Senator 
from Nebraska, the Senator from Illi
nois, or whoever might be speaking, is 
violating rule XIX, and that he there
fore demands that the Senator take his 
seat? Under those circumstances, is it 
necessary for a Senator who is speaking 
to take his seat? And can one Senator 
discipline another Senator under those 
circumstances, whether the Senator is 
guilty of violating rule XIX or is not 
guilty? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
js bound to say that the language of the 
rule gives the Chair no authority what
ever to pass on the question of whether 

a Senator is violating rule XIX. It pro
vides that whenever a Senator is speak
ing, and another Senator calls him to 
order on the ground that he is violating 
the rule, he must take his seat. No mat
ter what he has said, no matter what he 
is talking about, regardless of whether 
there is any offense given or any viola
tion of the rule, the Senator must take 
his seat until the Senate permits him to 
proceed in order. 

The Chair would not hesitate to say 
that it is a rather peculiar rule, but 
even if a Senator is repeating the Lord's 
Prayer, some other Senator may call him 
to order, and the Senator must take his 
seat until he is permitted to proceed in 
order. That is the rule, except that in 
one instance former Senator La Follette 
while in the chair attempted to pass on 
the question as to whether a newspaper 
article which a Senator was reading; and 
which he proposed to place in the REC
ORD, was a violation of the rule. The 
Chair does not see what authority the 
Presiding Officer has to pass on that 
question. Under the rule as it reads, the 

· Chair must advise the Senator from Illi
nois and all other Senators that no mat
ter what a Senator says, if another 
Senator calls him to order and says he 
has violated rule XIX, he must take his 
seat. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, - will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. In a moment. 
Mr. President, if that is the proper in

terpretation of the rule, I am constrained 
to say that, in my opinion, it is absurd, 
ridiculous, and arbitrary to think that 
one Sena tor can be the disciplinarian of 
another Senator as to anything he says 
and can cause that Senator to take his 
seat by simply applying rule XIX to 
anything he might say. 

I raise the point because the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. THYE] intends to 
read a speech into the RECORD, in a few 
moments, attacking the President of the 
United States, through Harold Stassen. 
Consequently, he will make that state
ment as his own, under the rule. I shall 
be in position to "call him to order," and 
get big headlines in newspapers all over 
the country for compelling the Senator 
from Minnesota to take his seat, which, 
to me, just does not make sense. 

Mr. THYE. Mr. President--
Mr. LUCAS. Please give the Senator 

from Illinois a chance to finish his state
ment. 

I say it is not right or fair, Mr. Pres
ident. If that is the proper interpreta
tion of the rule, certainly the Commit
tee on Rules and Administration ought 
to do somet:Q.ing about it. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield to the Senator 
from Georgia. 
. Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, with
out regard to the statement which the 
Senator from Illinois tells us the Sen
ator from Minnesota proposes to make, 
and regardless of what transpired on the 
floor a few days ago, I should like to say 
that I heartily concur in the statement 
by the Senator from Illinois as to the 
effect of the rule as it is presently con
strued. I recognize that the construe-

tlon placed upon the rule by the Chair is 
that which has prevailed in the Senate 
for a number of years, but, to my mind, 
any such construction of a rule of the 
Senate. does not comport in any way with 
the dignity of this body as a deliberative 
body, and can be used to destroy free
d om of speech in the Senate. If there 
were a ruthless majority, a majority of 
one, it could, under the construction of 
the rule, absolutely silence 40 Senators 
who might desire to speak. A Senator 
could rise in his place and arbitrarily 
call another Senator to order. Under 
this far-fetched construction of the rule, 
the Chair would have to order the Sen
ator to take his seat. If a motion were 
made that the Senator be permitted to 
proceed in order, and a ruthless tempo
rary majority of the Senate voted against 
that motion, it would muzzle Senators of 
sovereign States and would gag large 
segments of our population. Such a con
struction is not in keeping with all the 
functions and prerogatives of this de
liberative body. 

I hope the Chair will give considera
tion to changing that construction so 
that before the Chair may order a Sen
ator to take his seat he must be of the 
opinion that the Senator has infringed 
upon the rules. It is an unwise and an 
arbitrary rule which can be used in such 
manner as to destroy the freedom of the 
American people. 

Mr. DONNELL rose. 
Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President; I desire 

to express my gratitude to the Senator 
from Georgia for the concise and con
structive statement he has made regard
ing this rule, and I am happy that he 
agrees with my position. 

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, I should 
like to be yielded to by the majority 
leader for just a moment--

Mr. LUCAS. I shall yield in a moment, 
but before I yield I want to say that any 
statement I made in nowise reflects upon 
the credibility, the good faith of, or my 
affection for, the Vice President of the 
United States. He was merely following 
the rule which has been with the Senate 
since 1857. 
' In view of the outcry of my friend 
·from the rear, I now yield to him. 

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, I am very 
happy that the majority leader recog
nized my request as an outcry, because 
any Senator should make an outcry if 
there is a reference made to him on the 
Senate floor and he is not given an op
portunity to be recognized so that he can 
make a statement in reply. 
· I have read rule XIX and have checked 

it with the Parliamentarian, and I be
lieve that, if the majority. leader wishes 
to resort to rule XIX to prevent my 
reading into the RECORD the statement of 
the former Governor of Minnesota, I 
'could ·question his right to object under 
rule XIX, because I do not think the Par
liamentarian would support his position. 

I am sorry this has happened, and I 
say to the majority leader that I believe 
he should permit the speech to be printed 
in the Appendix of the RECORD so that all 
might read the text of the speech, and 
let it go at that. 

Mr. LUCAS. I do not care anything 
about it, I will say to my friend. What I 
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am trying to do is not to use the Senator 
from Minnesota or Harold Stassen to get 
the question before the Senate; I am 
using my own case in order to bring to 
the attention of the people of the coun
try what appears to me to be an arbitrary 
rule. No -one pays any attention to Har
old Stassen, anyway. 

Mr. THYE. Then will the Senator 
withdraw his objection and perinit the 
speech to be printed? 

Mr. LUCAS. Yes; I withdraw it. 
Mr. THYE. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the speech de"'. 
livered by the former Governor of Min
nesota, now president of the University 
of Pennsylvania, before a women's Re
publican group on Tuesday, May 2, 1950, 
may be printed in the Appendix of the 
RECORD". 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection, it is so ordered. 

·Rule XIX has no application to any
thing said about the President of the 
United States or anyone else except 
Senators. That may also be a peculiar 
ruling but rule XIX has no application 
other~ise. No Senator can rise and ob
ject to anything anyone says about the 
President the Vice President, or · anyone 
else except a Senator, with the exception 
that derogatory remarks cannot be made 
on the floor of the Senate about the other 
branch of the Congress. · 

With reference to rule XIX, regardless 
of the Chair's opinion of that rule, the 
Chair hopes it will pot be offensive to 
suggest that he agrees entirely with the 
Senator from Illinois ~nd the Senator 
from Georgia. But the rule is there, and 
for a hundred years _it has been inter
preted as the Chair in this instance has 
interpreted it. It is always possible and 
feasible for the Committee on Rules and 
Administration to recommend a change · 
in any rule that exists . . 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 
Mr. SALTONSTALL. I thank the Sen

ator from Illinois. I simply want to say, 
in the capacity of acting minority leader, 
that I agree with what the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. RussELL] has said with ref
erence to the interpretation of the rule. 
For approximately 8 years I tried to in
terpret the rules of the House of Repre
sentatives in the Commonwealth of Mas
sachusetts and listened to much discus
sion of this subject. I agree with the 
Chair's interpretation of rule · XIX, but 
I call attention to the fact, in connection 
with the interpretation of this rule, which 
the Chair has just stated has been in 
existence for over a hundred years, that 
the rule applies only when a Senator "in 
a debate shall directly or indirectly, by 
any form of words impute to another 
Senator or to other Senators any conduct 
or motive unworthy or unbecoming a 
Senator." 

I should like to invite the attention of 
the Chair to the fact that we are sworn 
to uphold our duties in this body. We 
ar.e working with each other from day 
to day. I have not seen any indication 
of a desire on the part of any Senator 
intentionally to call another Senator to 

order in open debate when he did not 
think there was some ground for his 
action. 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
WHERRY] is not present today. I should 
like to call to the attention of the Sena
tor from Illinois the fact that I believe 
the Senator from Nebraska, whether 
rightly or wrongly-and I do not wish to 
go into the merits of the question-did 
what he did on Friday last, because he 
believed at the time-and perhaps he was 
wrong in proceeding so quickly-that it 
was a case properly coming within an 
interpretation of rule XIX. It was not 
an instance of using the rule for wrong 
motives. 

I hope this incident will be forgotten. 
I should like to say in behalf of the Sen
ator from Nebraska that I think he 
'7ould be the last man in the world to 
ask that the Senator from Illinois be 
seated or to ask the Chair to have him 
take his seat because of any remark of 
his which might be interpreted as using 
the rule for purposes other than those 
for which the rule is established. I hope 
I say that with the approval of the Sen
ator from Nebraska. 

Mr. President, I agree with the Sena
tor from Georgia that the Chair should 
have an opportunity to interpret the 
rule, but I believe also that the rules will 
not be misused under ordinary circum
stances to accomplish what the Senator 
from Georgia said, because from my brief 
experience in the Senate for the past 5 
years I have found every Senator to be 
courteous and honorable with every 
other Senator, whether he agrees with 
him or not. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yieltl? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 
Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, with 

respect to the question raised by the Sen
ator froni Illinois and the ruling of the 
Vice President, I most respectfully make 
the point that rule XIX, clause 4, is not 
an absolute provision that, if any Sena
tor or the Presiding Officer call a Senator 
to order, he shall sit down. Nor is there 
any absolute right on the part of any 
Senator or the Presiding Officer to call 
any Senator to order. 

Mr. President, clause 4 of rule XIX· is 
a conditional clause. It starts with the 
condition "if any Senator, in speaking or 
otherwise, transgress the rules of the 
Senate, the Presiding Officer shall, or any 
Senator may, can him to order." In 
other words, as I read it, it is entirely 
conditioned on the fact that a Senator, 
in speaking or otherwise, actually trans
gresses the rUles of the Senate that any 
right exists in either· the Presiding Of
ficer or any Senator to call the alleged 
offending Senator to order. 

I fully appreciate the point that may 
arise as to who would determine whether 
a Senator has or has not transgressed 
the rules. I do not agree with the illus
tration which was used somewhat face
tiously-or perhaps earnestly-by the 
Vice President to the effect that if a Sen
ator were to engage in reciting the Lord's 
Prayer, he could be called to order. In 
my opinion, there is no section of the 
rule which would sustain any such rul-

ing, because a Senator in saying the 
Lord's Prayer would not be transgressing 
the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. I:.iUCAS. Will the Senator permit 
me to make an observation at that point? 

Mr. DONNELL. I should like to say 
one further word. Reference was made 
to criticism of the President of the United 
States. I am very glad that the Vice 
President corrected any possibility or im
plication from what had been previously 
said, because there is nothing in the rules 
of the Senate' so far as I know which 
prohibits criticism, or any statement, 
with regard to the President of the 
United States or any member of the 
executive department. 

I conclude with this statement: The 
Vice President said-and I think quite 
correctly-that the only one, for im
puting unworthy motive to whom, a Sen
ator Il}.ay call another Senator to order 
is a Senator. I call attention, however, 
to rule 19, clause 3, which provides: 

No Senator in debate shall refer offensively 
to any State of the Union. 

So the reference to a call to order, 
quoted by the Senator from Massachu
setts about an imputation against an
other Senator of conduct or motive un
worthy or unbecoming a Senator, applies 
also with reference to a Senator's offen
sive reference to a State of the Union. 
Both situations authorize a call to order. 
However, I again repeat that, although 
I realize the difficulty of who is to deter
mine whether a transgression has oc
curred, clause 4 of rule XIX is a condi
tional clause . . It does not give absolute 
right to the Presiding Officer or to a 
Senator to call another Senator to 
order. · 

Mr. LUCAS. The last statement which 
the Senator from Missouri made dis
putes what he has tried to prove. The 
rule says: 

If any Senator • • • transgress the 
rules of the Senate-

And so forth. Who is to say whether 
the Senator from Illinois or the Senator 
from Missouri, for example, transgresses 
the rules of the Senate? If a Senator 
is repeating the Lord's Prayer or is at
tacking the President of the United 
States, another Senator may rise and 
say that the Senator is transgressing the 
rules of the Senate and call the Senator 
to order. Under the present ruling of 
the Chair, he is bound to take his seat. 
It is not a question of whether the rule 
is enforced to the point where the Sen
ator cannot again rise and proceed to 
speak, because last week when the Vice 
President ordered the Senator from Illi
nois to take his seat a motion was made 
for the Senator from Illinois to proceed 
in order. That motion was carried. I 
do not believe there was one vote cast 
against it. . In other words, the damage 
is done by a Senator calling another 
Senator to order and compelling him to 
take his seat. There is nothing in the 
rules which will prevent that being done 
if a Senator wants to do it. Had the 
Vice President had an opportunity to 
consider what the Senator from Illinois 
was talking about, namely, merely read
ing a statement which had been made 
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by the Under Secretary of State, the 
point of order, in my opinion, would 
have been overruled. The Chair never 
had an opportunity to do so. 

I merely raise the question because of 
its importance to individual Senators. 
It is as important to the Senator from 
Missouri that this rule be correctly and 
properly interpreted as it is to the Sena
tor from Illinois. It may be that some 
day the Senator from Missouri may be 
ordered to take his seat. 

Mr . . TAFT. Mr. President, will the 
Sena tor yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield. 
Mr. TAFT. I should like to suggest to 

the Senator from Illinois that I think 
the purpose of the rule was that before 
a Senator proceeded further there be a 
ruling of some kind by the Chair which 
would ultimately have to be acted on by 
the Senate. Whether the Chair makes 
it or whethe1 the Chair does not make 
it, apparently, under the present rule, 
it is made finally by the Senate. If the 
Chair makes it, anyone may appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. So really it 
does not make any difference. If there 
is to be such a rule-and I think there 
should be-the question of whether a 
Senator violates it is decided by the Sen
ate in the last analysis. Perhaps the 
phrasing of the rule is not clear, but I 
cannot see any great objection to the 
substance of it. 

Mr. LUCAS. It is true that when the 
Vice President makes a ruling, we can 
appeal from the decision, and the Senate 
can overrule the Chair . . However, cer
tainly in the first instance the Vice Pres
ident ought to have an opportunity to 
make a ruling. In 99 cases out of 100, 
rulings made by the Vice President, re
gardless of whether he is a Republican 
or a Democrat, are usually sustained and 
no appeal is ever taken. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I wish 
to say that I entirely disagree with the 
distinguished Senator from Ohio in his 
interpretation of the rule. No one ever 
decides whether words spoken are out 
of order. The only motion that can be 
made under the terms of the rule are 
that the Senator proceed in order. The 
fact that a motion is made that he pro
ceed in order, assumes that he was out 
of order. The rule is not ambiguous to 
me. I agree fully with the interpreta
tion of the rule by the distinguished 
Sena tor from Missouri [Mr. DONNELL l. 
that the Chair should hold that the Sen
ator is out of order before he orders him 
to take his seat. But that is not the 
precedent of the Senate. The precedent 
of the Senate is that the Senator having 
the floor is presumed to have trans
gressed the rules of the Senate if any 
single Senator calls him to order. The 
Chair does not pass upon it, and the Sen
ate does not pass upon it, because the 
only motion to be made is a motion that 
the Senator shall proceed in order. 

My idea of the proper construction of 
the rule is that if a Senator calls a speak
ing Senator to order for words spoken 
in violation of subdivision 2 or subdivi
sion 3, referring to another Senator, or 
to a State of the Union, the Presiding 
omcer should say, -.'The words are out of 

order, and the Senator will take his 
seat." But if there were a case such as 
the one to which the Presiding Officer 
referred, when a Senator was reciting 
the Lord's Prayer and another Senator 
called him to order, then the Chair would 
certainly state that in the opinion of 
the Chair the words were not out of 
order, and he should not command that 
the speaking Senator take his seat. 

To me, the rule is clear. I think it has 
been misconstrued. The rule says that 
if a Senator transgress the rules of the 
Senate certain action shall be taken. 
Yet the method of enforcement which 
the Senate has adopted does not permit 
anyone to pass upon·whether the Senator 
has actually transgressed the rules of 
the Senate or not. The only motion that 
can be made is that he proceed in order. 
thereby · assuming he has been out of 
order, though under the construction of 
the rule the Chair does not get an oppor
tunity to rule that he was speaking out 
of order. 

As I have said, to me the rule seems 
very clear. I think it has been miscon
strued in all the precedents which the 
Chair has followed. I think the Chair 
has a right to say "The Senator is out 
of order and shall take his seat," or to 
say to the objecting Senator that in the 
opinion of the Chair the speaking Sen
ator is not out of order and is not speak
ing in violation of the rules. 

Of course, as the Senator from Ohio 
rightly says, the Senate naturally con
cludes the matter in any event, but un
der the rule neither the Chair nor the 
Senate ever passes upon the question 
whether the Senator was actually out of 
order in the words spoken, but he is per
mitted by the Senate to proceed in order, 
thereby presuming he was out of order, 
though the words spoken may have been. 
perfectly proper and not violative of any 
rule of the Senate. 

Mr. LUCAS. The penalty is inflicted 
without the Vice President or the Senate 
having a right or the opportunity to pass 
on the charge. 

Mr. RUSSELL. No one ever passes on 
it under the present construction. The 
rule says that if a Senator transgresses 
the rule, he shall be called to order, but 
under the technical method of enforce
ment, no one, either the Presiding Officer 
or the Senate, ever passes on the ques
tion as to whether the words were out of 
order. 

The proper construction would be, if 
a Senator is called to order, for the Chair 
to pass on the point. If the Chair says 
that the words spoken are derogatory of 
another Senator or of a State of the 
Union, he should immediately order the 
Senator who has the floor to talrn his 
seat. But if there is nothing offensive 
in the words, he should tell the Senator 
who makes the point of order that in the 
opinion of the Chair the words com
plained of are not violative of the rule. 

In any event, an appeal-could be taken. 
as the Senator from Ohio has said. But 
we have the very peculiar situation, un
der the present construction; that, im
pliedly by the requirement of the mo
tion that he proceed in order, a Senator 
is found guilty without anyone pass~ng 
on the question. 

Mr. President, there is another provi
sion of the rule whereby on a question of 
order being raised, on the demand of any 
Senator the words shall be taken down, 
very much as is done in the House of 
Representatives, and that rule is clear 
and the construction is clear. The par
ticular rule we are now discussing, in 
my opinion, has been misconstrued dur
ing the years, and at the first opportun
ity the ruling should be changed so that 
the Presiding Officer·would be compelled 
to pass upon the admissibility of the 
spoken words. · 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Illinois yield? 

Mr. LUCAS. I yield to the Senator 
from West Virginia. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think the point of 
the Senator .from Georgia is well taken, 
because under clause 5 of this particu
lar rule, even if a Senator is called to 
order, it may be asked that the words be 
taken down and read to the Senate, in 
order that a determination may be had 
as to whether or not he was out of order. 

Mr. RUSSELL. If clause 4 is applied, 
he is ordered to take his seat. 

Mr. LUCAS. That is correct. 
Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President, 

will the Senator from Illinois yield? 
Mr. LUCAS. I yield to the Senator 

from Massachusetts. 
Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President, 

I should like to make one additional re
mark. The Senator . from Illinois a few 
minutes ago, just before the Senator 
from Georgia spoke, referred to the abuse 
of power the rule might make possible 
on the part of one Senator. I am con
fident the Senator will agree with me 
that there has been no intention to abuse 
the power given under the rule in the 
past few years, and I hope he will agree 
with me that it was not an intentional 
abuse of power in any way, shape, man
ner, or form, when the Senator from 
Nebraska invoked the rule on Wednes
day last. I say intentional abuse of 
power. 

Mr. LUCAS. I would not contend 
that the Senator from Nebraska inten
tionally invoked the rule unless he 
thought he was right. But what I am 
discussing, and I come back to my orig
inal premise, is the infliction of the 
penalty upon a Senator without the Vice 
President having an opportunity to pass 
on the question in the first instance. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I agree with 
the Senator in that. 

Mr. LUCAS. As the Senator from 
Georgia stated a moment ago, if a Sen
ator may be found guilty merely by one 
statement on the part of another Sena
tor, then he is pilloried throughout the 
country as having been called to order 
and having to take his seat for some
thing which, when the Senate passed 
upon it, actually did not happen. If the 
Senate had thought that I was out of 
order by transgressing Senate rule, as 
suggested by the Senator from Nebraska, 
the Senator from Illinois would have 
lost the floor. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I do 
not agree with the last statement •. be
cause I think the Senate could have 
permitted the Senator to proceed in or
der even if he had been out of order. 
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But the cold fact is that under this con
struction the penalty of the speaking 
Senator is the same whether he has 
transgressed the rules of the Senate or 
has not. If the point of order is made 
against him that he has transgressed, 
he must take his seat, whether he has o;r 
not, whether his language was proper or 
improper. Any proper construction of 
the rule would certainly require that the 
Presiding Officer in the first instance 
should hold whether or not the words 
complained of were out of order. 

Mr. LUCAS. Obviously, it does not 
make any difference whether or not a 
Senator believes that the speaking Sen
ator was violating the rule. He may 
have acted in good faith, his intentions 
may have been good. He may have 
thought he was preserving the dignity of 
the Senate. But even though acting in 
good faith, the Senator compelled to 
take his seat is the one who is damaged, 
and not the dignity of the Senate. 

Mr. RUSSELL. According to my con
struction of the rule, the Chair should 
have authority to pass upon the fact 
whether or not the speaking Senatoi: has 
transgressed the rule. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I yield 
the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Inasmuch as 
this matter is before the Senate, the 
Chair would like to clarify it. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, may 
I take one moment of the Senate's time? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sena- . 
tor from Florida is recognized. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, it 
seems to me that the Senator from Mis
souri is correct in his position, and that 
the Senator from Georgia is also cor
rect, and . I should like respectfully to 
call to the attention of the Presiding 
Officer certain words in the rule which 
have not been mentioned at all in the 
discussion up to now, and which r think 
have a very large and clear bearing on 
the consideration of the question before 
the Senate, if I may have the attention 
of the majority leader and of the minor
ity leader. 

I ref er to the words ''the Presiding 
Officer shall," in subsection 4 of rule 19, 
which follows subsections 2 and 3. 

Subsection 2 has to do with the im
puting to a Senator of conduct or mo
tive unworthy of or unbecoming a Sen
ator-to a Senator-not to anyone else. 
Subsection 3 has to do with offensive 
reference to a State. 

Subsection 4 reads: 
If any Senator, in speaking or otherwise, 

transgress the rules of the Senate-

And attention has been properly called 
to those words "transgress the rules" by 
the Senator from Missouri and the Sen
ator from Georgia.-
the Presiding Offi.cer shall, or any Senator 
may, call him to order. 

The point I make is that the first ob.: 
ligation under this rule is placed upon 
the Presiding Officer himself; that is, to 
make a ruling, which of course would be 
predicated upon his opinion and finding 
that the rules of the Senate had been 
transgressed, because that is the condi-
tion stated. · 

I refer again and return to the first 
condition upo~ which the Senator speak
ing can be called to order: 
the Presiding Officer shall, or any Senator 
may, call him to order. 

Mr. President, it seems to me very 
clear that before the Presiding Officer 
shall act, it is quite conclusive that he 
must have come to a conclusion, must 
have made a finding, and must have an
nounced that conclusion and finding 
when he acts by calling the speaker Sen
ator to order. That finding must have 
been, necessarily, that the rules of the 
Senate had been transgressed, or that 
at least the words used were prima facie 
a transgression of the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. President, the only right that any 
Sehator has to act is secondary to that 
first declaration that the Presiding Offi
cer "shall," because it is stated in the 
alternative "or any Senator may call 
him to order." It seems to me it i:l quite 
clear that proceeding upon that first re
sponsibility of calling him to order does 
absolutely require a conclusion and a 
finding on the part of the presiding offi
cer before he invokes the rule by his 
own independent action. He must have 
predicated that action upon a finding, 
upon a conclusion, and upon his ruling 
that the speaking Senator either had 
transgressed the rules of the Senate or 
that his words prima facie transgressed 
the rules of the Senate. 

Returning to the second aspect of this 
matter, the question is: Can any right 
be given to any Senator other than the 
Presiding Officer to do more, or to handle 
the matter from a different point of view, 
to do it more effectively, to do it for a 
more careless reason or for a less sounQ. 
reason, or for any different reason than 
the reason for which the Presiding Offi
cer is given the right to invoke the rule. 
It would seem to me to be perfectly clear 
that by no possible rule of construction 
could it be held that any Senator rising 
on the floor of the Senate would have 
greater right, would be proceeding µpon 
greater privilege, or upon any different 
approach from that which would have 
to be proceeded upon by the Presiding 
Officer himself in the event t:tiat he had 
been the one who, designated as the first 
one charged with this responsibility, had 
made his conclusion and his finding, and 
had announced by his independent rul~ 
ing that the speaking Senator was trans
gressing the rules of the Senate or that 
his words at· least prima facie trans
gressed the rules. of the Senate. 

Mr. President, I am not sufficiently 
familiar with the precedents to dwell 
greatly upon them. It seems to me so 
very clear from the reading of the rule 
that the Vice President is required, or 
that the Presiding Officer is required to 
make a finding, if this first path is fol
lowed, and that certainly no wider or 
looser possibility is opened up by the ris
ing of any Senator in his place, and that 
the Presiding Officer, if he permitted a 
Senator rising in his place to claim a 
wider privilege or to abuse his privilege 
1n a way in whfoh the Presiding Officer 
would not have abused it-would not 
claim the right or privilege to abuse it
that the Presiding Officer would not only 

have the right, but that it would be his 
very clear duty to require just as sound 
a conclusion on the part of any Sena
tor who rose as he would require in his 
own mind or conscience before he could 
himself invoke the rule. 

I hope the Vice President will re
examine the rules and reconsider his rul
ing, because otherwise it would seem to 
me that there would be only two possi
bilities before the Senate if it wants tQ 
have a reasonable rule of conduct for 
this matter; one would be the revision of 
the rule so as to spell out what was in
tended by it; the other would be to create 
a test case under which the Vice Presi
dent, or the Presiding Officer, would 
make a ruling along the lines suggested 
by him, where a speaking Senator·would 
be doing something so innocent, so 
cleariy inoffensive as the recitation of 
the Lord's Prayer, and a point of order 
would be made, and an appeal made from 
the ruling of the Vice President so that 
the Senate itself would have the oppor
tunity to be clearly on record as not 
approving any such interpretation of 
the rule which it seems, at least to the 
junior Senator from Florida, would be 
very clearly a misinterpretation of the 

· rule. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS-RESOLUTIONS ON 

REORGANIZATION PLANS 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, some time 
ago the distinguished senior Senator 
from Illinois made the statement that I 
was trying to stampede the Senate into 
taking action with respect to Reorgan
ization Plan No. 12, because I mentioned 
it several days ago. The obvious reason 
why I mentioned it was because there 
must be 49 affirmative votes cast in order 
to adopt the resolution. Consequently 
it is important that proper notice be 
given of the time when a vote shall be 
taken on the resolution, in order that a 
sufficient number of Senators may be 
present when the vote is taken. In that 
respect such a resolution as the one 
which deals with reorganization plans 
is different from all other measures. 
The distinguished majority leader has 
refused to fix a date for voting on the 
resolution, so he has left us with no 
alternative except to fix the date our
selves. 

Mr. President, the Reorganization Act 
is an extraordinary law. I voted for it 
with hesitation. It permits the Presi
dent of the United States to make a law, 
that is, it authorizes the President to 
send to Congress a reorganization plan 
which has the force of law unless it is 
disapproved, within the required period, 
by a majority of the authorized mem
bership of either House. 

Consequently the men who drew the 
law were very careful to go into the 
greatest detail in order that there might 
be no doubt whatever that, before the 
60 days expire, the matter could be 
brought before the Senate and the Sen
ate obliged to vote upon the question, so 
that delay could not interfere with such 
right as we have to veto the President's 
plan. So the Reorganization Act pro
vides that a motion to consider a reso
lution of disapproval shall be highly 
privileged and shall not be debatable. 
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Mr. President, the resolution disap
proving Reorganization Plan No. 12 was 
on the calendar for 2 weeks before -the 
majority leader moved to take up the 
FEPC bill. The motion to consider the 
FEPC bill, therefore, was made with the 
knowledge that the resolutions dealing 
with reorganization plans must come be
fore the Senate shortly. It was sug
gested that we ought to put them off 
further. After the day on which I pro
'pose to call up the resolution on Thurs
day, May 11, there remain only seven 
more working days in the Senate during 
which it can be considered. 

Beside the plan to which I refer there 
are six or seven other plans to come 
before the Senate. We cannot possibly 
wait until next week. I understand a 
cloture petition will be filed then. There 
may be all kinds of complications in the 
procedure next week. The resolution to 
which I refer is a highly privileged mat
ter. Whether it is more highly privi
leged than a cloture petition I do not 
know. I do not know what other meas
ures will compete with the resolution of 
disapproval for consideration. If we al
low the pendency of a measure, no mat
ter how important, to interfere with our 
bringing up the resolution, we may de- · 
prive the Senate of the final power to 
act on what is a vital constitutional mat
ter, made so by law, and now before the 
Senate. 

Mr. President, I have no intention of 
delaying the FEPC bill. When it is 
brought up, I shall be very glad to help 
limit debate, which can be done upon 
agreeing to a cloture motion, so the 
debate will be conducted within the 
shortest possible time. 

Personally it seems to me that 3 hours 
would be amply sufficient time in which 
to debate the resolution dealing with 
the reorganization plan. I should be 
glad to move to limit debate to that 
length of time. While the senior Sena
tor from Illinois is in a great hurry, I 
notice that he has taken a whole hour 
of the Senate's time in debating the 
question of whether he should have been 
compelled to take his seat or not to take 
his seat on a previous occasion. Heap
parently does not mind an hour or so 
being devoted to that kind of a discus
sion. In view of that fact he certainly 
cannot regard us as being unreasonable 
if we ask for 3 hours' time during the 
debate on the FEPC bill to discuss the 
resolution dealing with the reorganiza
tion plan. So far as I can see it would 
not affect in any way the time in which 
the cloture petition is filed. I cannot 
see any reason why a definite time can
not be fixed for taking up the Senate 
resolution dealing with the President's 
reorganization plan, so notice will be 
given to the Senate of the time at which 
the vote will be had upon it. 

Therefore, I propose to move either 
on Wednesday or Thursday next to take 
up the Senate resolution in order that 
a vote can be taken on it on Thursday, 
the 11th day of May. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, these 
charges and counter-charges about con
sumption of time need not concern any
one. The Senator from Ohio need not 
worry about the possibility of the Sena
ator from Illinois charginr, up to him 

delay in considering the FEPC legisla
tion. And the Senator from Illinois 
need not be worried over the fact that 
he has taken an hour in complaining 
about what happened to him recently, 
because when it is all said and done it 
will be all charged up to a Southern fili
buster, just as has been done on other 
occasions. 

ORDER IN DEBATE-RULE XIX 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In view of 
the discussion, the Chair will ask Sena
tors to suspend for a moment, because 
the Chair desires to try to clarify for the 
RECORD the rule which has been discussed 
today. 

The rule has been read; but for the 
RECORD and for the benefit of the state
ment which the Chair wishes to make, 
the Chair will ask the clerk to read the 
pertinent part of the rule again. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
RULE XIX 

DEBATE 

• 
2. No Senator in debate shall, drectly or 

indirectly, by any form of words impute to 
another Senator or to other Senators any 
conduct or motive unworthy or unbecoming 
a Senator. 

3. No Senator in debate shall refer offen
sively to any State of the Union. 

4. If any Senator, in speaking or otherwise, 
transgress the rules of the Senate, the Pre
siding Officer shall, or any Senator may, 
call him to order, and when a Senator shall 
be called to order he shall sit down, and 
not proceed without leave of the Senate, 
which, if granted, shall be upon motion that 
he be allowed to proceed in order, which 
motion shall be determined without debate. 

5. If a Senator be called to order for words 
spoken in debate, upon the demand of the 
Senator or of any other Senator, the excep
tionable words shall be taken down in writ
ing, and read at the table for the informa
tion of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
asks the clerk to read a brief memoran
dum setting out the history of this rule. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
Paragraph 4 of the present rule XIX is 

based upon rule 16 of the original code of 
rules adopted on April 16, 1789, as follows: 

16. When a member shall be called to order 
he shall sit down until the President shall 
have determined whether he· ls in order or 
not; and every question of order shall be 
decided by the President without debate. 

In the revisions of March 26, 1806, and 
January 3, 1820, the rule was reincorporated 
without change, being numbered, respective
ly, as rules 15 and 6. 

In the revision of February 14, 1828, the 
rule was revised to read as follows: 

6. When a member shall be called to order 
by the President, or a Senator, he · shall sit 
down; and every question of order shall be 
decided by the President, without debate, 
subject to an appeal to the Senate; and the 
President may call for the sense of the Sen
ate on any question of order. 

On June 26, 1856, the first part of the rule 
was amended to read: 

6. If any member, in speaking or other
wise, transgress the rules of the Senate, the 
Presiding Officer shall, or any member may, 
call him to order, and when a member shall 
be called to order by the President or a Sen
ator, he shall sit down, and shall not proceed 
without leave of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. From the 
reading of the memorandum as to the 
history of the rule, it will be observed 

that prior to 1856 the Chair had the 
power, under the rule, to determine 
whether a Senator was out of order in 
speaking words concerning another 
Senator, and that the Chair was to de
cide that question without debate. An 
appeal was allowable from the Chair's 
decision. 

Obviously the Senate had something in 
mind when it changed the rule in 1856 
by taking a way from the Presiding 
Officer the power to determine whether 
a Senator was actually in order, if called 
to order by another Senator. 

The rule, as it was adopted then, and 
as it exists now, provides, of course, that 
the Chair shall call a Senator to order if 
he violates the rule. That presupposes 
that the Chair has the right to exercise 
some discretion or judgment in deter
mining whether a Senator is out of order. 
If the Chair does not call a Senator to 
order after he has violated the rule, the 
Chair is presumed not to believe that the 
Senator is out of order. However, if the 
Chair fails to call any Senator to order 
·for any violation which the Chair thinks 
has occurred, any other Sena tor may do 
so; but in both cases the Senator must 
take his seat and must not proceed until 
permitted to do so by the Senate. 

The Chair's illustration earlier in the 
day about the Lord's Prayer was proba
bly hyperbolical, but the Chair had in 
mind the actual text of the rule as it has 
been since 1856-nearly 100 years ago
during which time the Chair has held, 
and the Senate has acquiesced in the 
holding, that whenever a Senator is 
called to order, either by the Chair or by 
another Senator, the Senator so called 
to order must take his seat. Under that 
change in the rule, apparently: the Chair 
was derprived of the power to pass 
upon the question of whether a Sena
tor has violated the rule, except in a 
case where the Chair himself thinks so, 
not upon the demand of any other Sen
ator. In that case, of course the Chair 
must exercise his judgment as to whether 
it is a violation of the rule; but even 
there, all the Chair can do is to require 
the Senator to take his seat; and he must 
remain seated until the Senate permits 
him to proceed in order. 

SPEECH OF HAROLD E. STASSEN 

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, I could not 
help ·but register in my mind the re
mark of the able majority leader that 
no one paid any attention to what Harold 
Stassen said or would say. I must say 
to the able majority leader that if no 
one would pay any attention to what 
Harold Stassen might have said or might 
say, then the majority leader and some 
of his colleagues might have avoided 
a great deal of delay or a great amount 
of fuss last Friday night about Harold 
Stassen's speech as it appeared in the 
press throughout the Nation. 
FEDERAL FAIR EMPLOYMENT PRACTICE 

ACT 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. Presi
dent, the Senate now has before it the 
motion of the Senator from Illinois that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Senate bill 1728. I ask that I be per
mitted to make a brief statement regard
ing the r ill without being interrupted, in 
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order that the beginning of the debate on 
this question may be presented in sim
ple, straightforward, and uninterrupted 
style. 

Mr. President, I cannot refrain from 
the remark that it is nice to be able to 
take up a noncontroversial question at 
this time, after the discussion of the last 
hour and a half. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President-
Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 

I have requested that I not be inter
rupted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Utah declines to yield. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
this is a difficult and exciting subject to 
open even under the most favoring cir-

. cumstances. I appreciate fully the fact 
that some small sacrifice to the good of 
the proposal may be involved in a refusal 
to en£age in or permit development of 
the subject through debate as we pro
ceed. However, in view of the further 
fact that every possible view has been 
expressed on this floor abundantly in 
past sessions of Congress, I believe a 
greater gain may be achieved if I may 
preserve the continuity of my short 
presentation. 

Senate bill 1728, to prohibit discrim
ination in employment because of race, 
color, religion, or national origin, and to 
be known as the Federal Fair Employ
ment Practice Act, was reported orally 

. to the Senate last October, without rec
ommendation, pursuant to a vote of 11 
to 1 in the Senate Committee on Labor 
and Public Welfare. At that time I was 
instructed by the committee that the re
port should be a simple statement show
ing the number of Senators voting on 
the various motions of the day, and that 
permission be re11uested for Senators to 
file separate statements of their individ
ual views at such future time as might be 
convenient to Senators. As will be re
called the McGrath bill, S. 1728, was 
placed on the calendar near the closing 
days of the first session of this, · the 
Eighty-first Congress. Permission to 
file statements of individual views, with
out stipulation with respect to future 
date, was granted by the Senate; and, 
accordingly, within the past few days 
the very short principal report was made 
and a number of separate statements 
were printed in the first part of the re
port, as requested by the respective Sen
ators who contributed thereto; and a 
separate paper, which was designated as 
part 2, containing one statement, was 
ordered printed by itself, pursuant to 
the request of the Senator submitting 
it. Every safeguard was taken to satisfy 
the wishes of all Senators affected. If 
there is the slightest deviation from their 
wishes, I shall be happy to request unani
mous consent for a star print to conform 
to every Senator's wish . . 

There has been one change in the 
membership of the Committee on Labor 
and Public Welfare in the interval be
tween the granting of permission to file 
separate statements of individual views 
of Senators and the actual presentation 
of the views in the Senate, namely, the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WITHERS] 
formerly was a member of this commit
tee, and presently the Senator from New 

York [Mr. LEHMAN] is a member of this 
committee. The Senator from New 
York [Mr. LEHMAN] joined with a num
ber of Senators in presenting his and 
their joint statement. 

Thus the whole subject is before us. 
At the time when the bill was ordered 
placed on the Senate Calendar, the bill 
was reported, as stated, without recom
mendation, a motion to report favorably 
having been defeated in committee by 
a tie vote of 6 to 6. 

Today the bill is before us, technically, 
and, I concede, actually, without rec
ommendation. 

As will be seen by an inspection of the 
expressions in statements of Senators of 
their individual views, 8 members of the 
Committee on Labor and Public Wel
fare comprising 13 members, indicate in 
their views a desire for passage of the 
Senate bill now on the calendar. If my 
interpretation presents the slightest 
variation from the truth I shall be happy 
to stand corrected at the conclusion of 
my remarl{S. 

To begin the presentation proper of 
the terms of S. 1728, permit me to say 
it was not amended in committee, nor 
should it have been, for it was the de
development by a slow and careful evo
lution through the years, a circumstance 
suggested in the views of the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. AIKEN] and the Sen
ator from Oregon [Mr. MORSE] as out
lined at page 29 of the document now on 
the desks of Senators. 

Moreover, if the provisions of S. 1728 
presented in any way the elements of. 
or the open or hidden threat of a social 
revolution, I, for one, should be chary, 
for I am one who believes in much edu
cation, the exhibition of considerable 
patience, and the offering of every rea
sonable opportunity for gradual compli
ance with a new law, the terms of which 
seem to appeal to the honest suspicions 
and early antipathies rather than to the 
immediate sympathies of an otherwise 
law-abiding segment of our population 
and citizenry. Even the charge, I may 
say the fact, that correction of injustice 
has been long overdue would not justify 
a re!lledy, the imposition of which is or 
might be, or even could be delivered with 
an administration applied with ruthless 
and shocking force. 

I shall leave it to lawyers to argue 
about police power of the States, Federal 
·police power, and constitutional aspects, 
if any questions along this line may be 
raised, but will ·content myself to say 
that when we are toying with the stem 
which gives us the w.ords "police," "pol
icy" and "politics," we may. give pause 
and consider its neighbor, "politeness." 
I believe, as I have indicated, that the 
propasal before us contains all the guar
antie.s of a polite launching of an old, 
established right, the right to an equal 
place in our democracy for all its citi
zens in the matter of consideration for 
that important element Qf every man · 
and woman's life, the getting and hold
ing of a .iob worthy of his talents. 

Mr. President, in the United States, 
which is today, of course, a democracy 
depending on private property, and, be
cause of the type of money we have, a 
dollar democracy, the right to a job is 
probably the greatest- factor connected 

with any other one thing iri the national 
life. It is the source of all liberty. It 
is the source of nearly all rights under 
democracy. Therefore, one cannot 
overstress importance of the opportunity 
for a job. When I said that , I wanted 
to add the further statement in regard 
to the bill that it has in its origin prob
ably certain prejudices, though the bill 
has nothing to do with prejudice as such. 
The bill is merely a legal attempt to 
guarantee a right which should be en
joyed by everyone under the Stars and 
Stripes, as that right is defined to the 
citizens of the United States. 

As one who has grown up in a State in 
which important struggles for equality 
of consideration and treatment were be
set with many difficulties, I am by na
ture sympathetic with the position of 
minorities whose appeal for human 
equities seems to meet only with the 
classic rebuff, "Your cause is just, but I 
can do nothing for you." 

This thought, it seems to me, has been 
well sustained throughout the decades, 
and the situation of the American Negro 
and the other large minorities, strug
gling for the establishment of that one 
right, the denial of which, more perhaps 
than any other, depresses their personal 

. economies to a point of sharp contrast 
with their fell.ow citizens. The existence 
of discrimination in employment has 
been one of the most stubborn disloca-

. tions in our national life. 
Of course, lawyers learn early in their 

studies the legal maxim which, roughly 
put, is to the effect that a wrong suggests 
a remedy. 

If we have equal citizenship, the full
ness of which is unattainable because 
specific laws to give assurance to an or
ganic right are lacking, so that an equal
ity exists on paper but is not attainable 
through a simple omission, then that 
missing statute should be supplied. 
That is the simple justification for the 
presentation of the bill now on the calen
dar of the Senate. 

Discrimination in employment be
cause of the failure to give substance to 
equality already abundantly expressed is 
a statutory omission amounting to a fla
grant wrong, and fairly shouts for its 
remedy. 

The greatest mistake of the hour 
would be, of course, to consider the sub
ject of antidiscrimination in employment 
-as any but a nonpartisan or bipartisan 
concern. As will appear in the views of 
Senators, the record will show that in 
the previous Congress, the Senator from 
New York [Mr. IvEsJ, as a member of the 
Committee on Labor and Public Welfare, 
then under Republican control, had a 
bill readily identifiable with the current 
proposal, and that in the tortuous path 
to the Senate floor the then bill of the 
Senator from New York [Mr. IVES] fared 
better than the present bill, for it came 
to the Senate floor with the full and un
restricted and more readily decipherable 
blessing of the Committee on Labor and 
Public W~lfare than does the McGrath 
bill. There are distinctions between the 
2 bills but no real differences, such as 
to suggest that the comparison is not an 
honest one, as will undoubtedly be re
vealed clearly in the forthcoming de
bates. I believe I have made my point. 
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Let us get this measure to a vote. It 

. then will be shown to be as nonpartisan, 
or bipartisan, as any measure ever advo
cated, not even excepting the support of 
an emergency involving armed conflict. 

Since 1944 there have been a number 
of bills designated to create a national 
FEPC. Hearings were conducted by 
committees of the Senate and of the 

. House in the Seventy-eighth and Seven
ty-ninth Congresses, by a Senate com
mittee in the Eightieth, and by a House 
committee in the Eighty-first. Knowl
edge has been assembled from these ac
tivities such as to make well informed 
even a casual student of the whole prob
lem. It would be wrong to pyramid 
hearings upon hearings. Moreover the 
floor debates have been long and full. 
There seems to be little left untold and 
unsaid . . Incidentally, the House of Rep
resentatives spent 43 days in hearings 
upon this question. I know many of the 
searches by many of our new Members 
for the truth. Men like the Senator 
fror .. 1 Illinois [Mr. DOUGLAS], from Min
nesota [Mr. HUMPHREY], and from New 
York [Mr. LEHMAN] from our commit
tee, and others who might be named, are 
among not the least, but the most tu
tored in this grave problem. It would 
ne an act of sheer indolence to hold 
hearings for their review. If it is true 
that absence of 1950 Senate hearings 
would serve but to delay or prevent an 
important consideration, such overat
tention would be a mischief and a nui
sance. There may be points of attack; 
failure to gild the lily of accumulated in
formation on the subject must not be 
seriously considered as one of them. 

The Federal fair employment practice 
bill now on the calendar declares that 
persons are being denied employment 
because of race, color, religion, or na
tional origin; that it is essential to the 
general welfare that these rights be pro
tected; and tbat this bill is necessary to 
remove obstructions to commerce, to in
sure complete enjoyment of constitu
tional rights, to promote observance of 
rights and freedoms undertaken by the 
United Nations Charter, and to further 
national policy with respect to universal 
declaration of human rights proclaimed 
by the General Assembly of the United 
Nations. 

The foregoing policies are expressed in 
section 2 of the bill. 

Section 3 provides definitions includ
ing the definition of an employer as a 
person engaged in commerce employ
ing 50 or more, except States and politi
cal subdivisions or nonprofit organi.za
tions which are of a religious, charitable, 
fraternal, social, educational, or sec
tarian character. 

Section 4 exempts employers of aliens 
working outside the continental United 
States, its Territories, and possessions. 

Section 8 makes it an unlawful prac
tice-

For an employer to ref use to hire, to 
discharge, or discriminate against a per
son with respect to terms, conditions, or 
privileges of employment because of race, 
color, religion, or national origin; or to 
utilize in hiring any employment agency, 
placement service, or other source which 
discriminates. 

For a labor organization to discrim
. inate against any persons or to limit, 
segregate, or classify its membership be
cause of race, color, and so forth. 

For either an employer or a labor or
ganization to discharge, expel, or dis
criminate against a person because he 
has opposed such unlawful employment 
practice or participated in any proceed
ing under this act . 

Section 6 creates a Fair Employment 
Practice Commission in the executive 
branch composed of five members ap
pointed by the President, with advice of 
the Senate, for 5-year terms. 

The Commission shall have power to 
appoint officers and employees under 
civil-service rules; to cooperate with re
gional, State, local, and other agencies; 
to pay witnesses the same fees as in 
United States courts; to furnish tech
nical assistance to further compliance 
with the act; to assist an employer whose 
employees refuse or threaten to refuse 
to cooperate in effectuating the provi
sions of the act; to make technical stu
dies to effectuate the act, and to ap
point local, State, or regional advisory 
and conciliation councils to aid in ef
fectuating the act and· to make studies 
and recommendations for that purpose. 

Investigatory power is contained in 
section 9, as follows: 

Power to issue subpenas; to admin
ister oaths, examine witnesses, a,nd re
ceive evidence; and to apply to United 
States district courts to enforce sub
penas, and so forth, against contuma
cious persons. 

Section 7 provides that the Commis
sion shall have exclusive powers to pre
vent unlawful employment practices 
under the act but may cede jurisdiction 
to State and local agencies where State 
and local acts are comparable to this 
act. The Commission on a written sworn 
charge shall investigate and endeavor to 
eliminate the unlawful practices through 
informal conference, conciliation, and 
persuasion. 

On failure to obtain voluntary com
pliance by informal methods, a formal 
hearing may be held before a member 
of the Commission designated agent with 
the right to counsel and to cross-ex
amine witnesses, and so forth. At con
clusion of the formal hearing the record 
thereof shall be transferred to the Com
mission, or three designated members 
for decision. The Commission shall 
then issue a cease-and-desist order or a 
dismissal. The whole proceedings here
under shall conform to the Administra
tive Procedure Act. 

Judicial .review is provided in section 
8. It authorizes a petition, by either the 
Commission or a party aggrieved by a 
final order of the Commission, to the 
United States Court of Appeals under 
the procedures established by the Ad
ministrative Procedure Act. Decision of 
the court of appeals is subject to a re
view by the United States Supreme 
Court. 

Self-incrimination is safeguarded in 
section 9, which states that no person 
shall be excused from testifying or pro
ducing evidence in obedience to a sub
pena on the ground that the testimony or 
evidence may tend to incriminate him or 

subject him to a penalty or forfeiture 
but no such person shall be prosecuted or 
subjected to any penalty or forfeiture on 
account of such testimony or evidence 
except perjury in so testifying. 

Section 10 authorizes the President to 
make Federal practice conform to the 
policies of the act and to prescribe ad
ministrative remedies by Executive order 
with no judicial review. The Commis
sion may request the President to take 
such action as he deems appropriate to 
obtain compliance with the Commission's 

· orders. This section also authorizes the 
President to make regulations to prevent 
Government contractors with respect to 
contracts exceeding $10,000, from con
tinuing unfair employment practices. 
The Commission shall enforce such reg
ulations. 

Section 11 requires employers and 
labor organizations to keep a notice pre
pared by the Commission, with excerpts 
from the act, posted in conspicuous 
places on their premises under penalty 
of a $500 fine. 

Section 12 provides that the act shall 
not modify Federal, State, Territorial, or 
local veterans' preference. 

Section 13 provides that the Commis
sion shall make, modify, and rescind 
rules and regulations to carry out the 
act. The regulations must conform to 
the Administrative Procedure Act. 

Section 14 specifies that to forcibly re
sist, oppose, impede, intimidate or inter
fere with a member, agent, or employees 
of the Commission in the performance 
of duties under the act or because of the 
same is punishable by a $500 fine and/ or 
imprisonment for not more than 1 year 
or both. 

The usual provision concerning sepa
rability is stated in section 15. 

Mr. President, having made that sim
ple statement and having presented that 
description of the bill which is to come 
before the Senate. for consideration, I 
feel that my part of the debate, at this 
time, is concluded, and I thank the Mem
bers of the Senate for listening to me. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. IVES. Mr. President, a parlia
mentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. TAY
LOR in the chair). The Senator will state 
it. 

Mr. IVES. I inquire who has the 
floor? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair recognizes the Senator from New 
York. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, a point of 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. LUCAS. The Senator from New 
York should yield, in view of the sug
gestion of the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
the Senator yield for that purpose? 

Mr. IVES. Mr. President, I do not 
want to disturb any Senator at this 
time. If the Senator from Alabama de
sires that a quorum be called, I shall 
be very glad to suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 
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Mr. HILL. I withdraw the suggestion 

of the absence of a quorum. 
Mr. IVES. Mr. President, it is not my 

purpose at this time to enter upon _a pro
tracted discussion of S. 1728. Later in 
this debate, when its chief issues become 
more clear, I may desire again to speak 
upon this subject, and in such circum
stance I shall deal at greater length and 
more specifically with the issues them
selves. 

Right now I merely desire to point out 
a few of the fundamental matters which 
pertain in the consideration of this par
ticular legislation. These are matters 
which have received emphasis during 
the many months in which the question 
of discrimination in employment has 
been before the Eightieth and the 
Eighty-first Congresses. 
. In the first place, there has been a 
growing tendency, which I deplore, to 
play partisan politics with the whole 
question of civil rights. This kind of 
attitude can prove only harmful to the 
civil-rights program, and in the long run 
it is likely to boomerang on those who 
are actuated by it. 

Civil rights, and especially S. 1728, are 
fundamental in the American concept 
of freedom and of equality of oppor
tunity. They are part and parcel of our 
American creed. They are above party
even as are the Declaration of Inde
pendence and the Constitution of the 
United States. 

The elimination of discrimination in 
employment because of race, religion, 
color, or national origin is the most im
portant part of the civil-rights program. 
As a matter of fact, the enactment of 
S. 1728 would contribute more than any
thing else to the solution of the whole 
civil-rights problem in the United States. 

S. i728 is very similar to S. 174, which 
in turn was S. 984 in the Eightieth Con
gress. This latter bill was introduced in 
each instance by four Democrats and 
four Republicans-the senior Senator 
from New Mexico, Mr. CHAVEZ; the senior 
Senator from California, Mr. DoWNEY; 
the senior Senator from Montana, Mr. 
MURRAY; the senior Senator from Penn
sylvania, Mr. MYERS; the senior Senator 
from Massachusetts, Mr. SALTONSTALL; 
the senior Senator from New Jersey, 
Mr. SMITH; the junior Senator from 
Oregon, Mr. MoRSE; and myself. 

I am sure that I speak for my col
leagues and cosponsors of S. 17 4 when I 
state that all of us favor S. 1728 just as 
strongly as we have favored the bill 
which we have sponsored. As a matter 
of fact, both our bill and S. 1728 are pat
terned after the New York State law 
against discrimination, which in turn 
was the product also of bipartisan co
operation and effort. In fact, this New 
York State statute was introduced in the 
New York State Senate by the minority 
leader, Senator Elmer Quinn, a Demo
crat, and in the New York State Assembly 
by the majority leader, myself, a Repub
lican. Furthermore, both the New York 
State bill and S. 174 were drafted almost 
entirely by the same person, the Hon
orable Charles H. Tuttle, of New York 
City. 

I understand that the antidiscrimi
nation statutes of the States of Massa-

chusetts, New Jersey, Connecticut, 
Rhode Island, New Mexico, Oregon, and 
Washington have been patterned largely 
after this New York State law. More
over, I understand that in the formtila
tion and enactment of these other stat
utes, every effort was made to divorce 
partisan politics from their considera
tion. 

So I imi:5lore my colleagues who are 
actively supporting S. 1728 to forget that 
they are Democrats or Republicans In 
their support of this measure. Rather 
let us work together in harmony, united 
in our determination to advance a pro
gram which we believe is · essential to 
the welfare of our country. 

In discussions and commentaries upon . 
this legislation, a great deal has been 
spoken and written about seeking a com
promise or a middle-of-the-road course. 
S. 1728 is in fact a compromise and pro
vides a middle-of-the-road course. It 
is the end result of tremendous effort to 
steer between those extremists, on the 
one hand, who have demanded huge pen
alties-both fines and prison sentences 
and other enforcement sanctions---and 
those extremists, on the other hand, who 
have insisted that the problem of dis
crimination in employment can .only be 
solved effectively through so-called per
missive legislation, without penalties or 
sanctions and with merely pleas, exhor
tation, and supplication to bring about 
the desired results. 

Neither of these extreme courses ca.n 
accomplish the purpose which is in
tended. To impose heavy fines or to 
throw people into jail for violations of a 
law against discrimination in employ
ment can only increase the problem and 
make bad matters worse, while solely t'O 
advocate and exhort can accomplish 
little in overcoming genuine resistance. 
Too much is unworkable and unenforce
able; too little is useless and futile. 

The middle course to which I have re
ferred has been proved to be the sound 
approach in the solution of this problem. 
This middle course neither emphasizes, 
sanctions, nor compels obedience through 
fear. 

On the contrary, while requiring that 
the law must be observed, this moderate 
method of approach places first empha
sis on the utilization of the so-called 
voluntary processes by which to obtain 
observance. Recognizing that in the 
field of human relations it is impcssible 
to produce happy relationships among 
human beings by legal compulsion, re
sort to conference, conciliation, and per
suasion is made mandatory in the first 
instance. Every e:ff ort to bring about 
mutual understanding and agreement by 
these voluntary means is employed and 
exhausted. 

In addition, a broad program of in
formal education is called for by the 
terms of the bill. Citizens' advisory and 
conciliation councils, consisting of repre
sentative citizens in the various seg
ments of the community life, are to be 
established for the purpose of enlisting 
united community eifort in support of. 
observance of the law. 

I know that some will argue that all 
this proposed procedure is very ftne in 
theory, .but it w~ll not wo~k. But it has 

worked and is working successfully in the 
State of New York, where, during the 
almost 5-year period in which the New 
York law has been in effect, no penalty 
has been imposed, and no cease and 
desist order has been issued, and no case 
has even gone to court. 

In the debates which have occurred in 
the Congress and in various observations 
which have been brought to my atten
tion, I have noted with regret that there 
are those who claim that because under 
it no cases have gone to court and no 
penalties have been imposed, the New 
York law is not being enforced arid is a 
failure. I deplore these criticisms be
cause they indicate an utter lack of 
understanding of the true purpose and· 
intent which are inherent in this kind of 
statute. Enforced as these persons 
would have such a law enforced, it could 
oply be a failure, and might even bring 
disastrous consequences. 

The fact remains that, since the en
actment of the New York law, discrim
ination in employment .in the State of 
New York has diminished very mate
rially. And the further fact remains that 
among those for whose principal bene
fit the law was enacted no responsible 
person has complained of any lack in its 
enforcement. And the final fact remains 
tbat these same New Yorkers are among 
those most active and most enthusiastic 
in support of S. 1728. 

There are also those who insist that a 
suitable commission to administer the 
law, as required in S. 1728, could never 
be appointed. These persons feel sure 
that the members of the commission 
would not possess the personal qualities 
which are essential to a just or realistic 
administration of the law. I can appre
ciate most thoroughly these fears. They 
were held by many when the New York 
law was enacted, and in those days there 
was some provocation for them, for until 
that time nothing of the kind had ever 
been undertaken. 

But experience under the New York 
law has demonstrated that these fears 
are groundless. Indeed, largely because 
of the character and quality of the mem
bers of the New York State Commission, 
the law in New York State has met with 
outstanding success. If such a commis
sion· can be established in the State of 
New York, surely a similar commission 
of equal quality and capacity can be ap
pointed in the Nation. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 

Senator from New York yield to the Sen-
• ator from Florida? 

Mr. IVES. The Senator from New 
York declines to yield until he has com
pleted his remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator declines to yield. 

Mr. IVES. An able presentation of 
the terms and provisions of S. 1728 has 
been made by the distinguished Chair
man of the Senate Committee on Labor 
and Public Welfare. Further comment 
on this subject by me at this time, there
fore, would be superfluous. . 

At this point in my remarks, however, 
I desire to have inserted in the RECORD 
the text of the brief submitted by the 
Honorable Charles H. Tuttle, in support 
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of S. 984 in the Eightieth Congress. 
This brief is as pertinent today as it was 
on the date of its submission, and it is 
applicable generally to S. 1728. I urge 
Senators to peruse this brief because it 
ls enlightening and it is short. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? .. 

There being no objection, the brief was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 
BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON LABOR AND PUBLIC 

WELFARE, EIGHTIETH CONGRESS, FmsT SES
SION, IN THE MATI'ER OF SENATE BILL 984, 
ENTITLED "A BILL To PROHIBIT DISCRIMI• 
NATION IN EMPLOYMENT BECAUSE OF RACE, 
RELIGION, COLOR, NATIONAL ORIGIN, OR 
ANCESTRY" 
BRIEF SUBMITTED BY CHARLES H. TUTTLE IN 

SUPPORT OF THE BILL 
Mr. Tuttle was counsel for the New York 

State Temporary Commission Against Dis
crimination, which drew the New York law 
aaainst discrimination enacted in 1945. 

0

He has been active in advocating like leg
islation in the States of Ma~achusetts, 
Connecticut, and New Jersey, and ls now 
vice-chairman of the New York City Council 
of the State Commission Against Discrimi
nation. 

In the submission of this brief, Mr. Tut
tle feels especially privileged and honored to 
have the opportunity to appear before this 
congressional committee in support o:f this 
bill initiated by Senator IRVING M. IVES, who 
was chairman of the New :York State Tem
porary Commission Against DiEcrimination, 
who was foremost in securing the enactment 
of the New York law, and who by his lead
ership in the field of right human relations 
has given his name to the New York law 
and to this bill. 

Summary of provisions of the biH 
This bill ls a departure in approach and 

concept from the former FEPC bills which 
annually appeared in Congress without suc
cess. 

In grappling with the problem of discrim
ination in employment, this bill shifts the 
initial emphasis from naked police power 
to conference, conciliation, and persuasion. 

It provides the means for rallying the local 
forces of good will within our communities 
to study the problem of specific instances 
of discrimination in employment and to 
foster, through community effort or other
wise, cooperation among all the elements of 
our population, and to aid in the deyelop
ment of remedial policies and procedures 
in general and in specific instances. 

It provides for cooperation with regional, 
State, local, and other agencies. 

It provides for studies of the subject by 
the Commission and the making of such 
studies available to interested governmental 
and nongovernmetal agencies. 

It provides for furnishing to persons under 
the Act such technical assistance as they 
m ay require or request for compliance with 
its policies. 

It extends assistance to employers whose 
employees, or some of them, may refuse or 
threaten to refuse to cooperate with the 
policies of the act. 

If all these preliminary approaches fail 
and a trial of a complaint becomes neces
sary, the bill provides fair procedur~ for a 
hearing before three members of the com
mission who were without participation in 
the earlier efforts at conference, conciliation, 
and persuasion. 
. The provisions for a trial before the com

mission an d for judicial review of the re
sults of such trial are carefully molded in 
accordance with the standard provisions of 
the Administ rative Procedu re Act and the 
traditional concepts of fair play. 

Subpenas may be issued only by the 
Commission or some member thereof. 

Any agent designatea by the commission 
to conduct.any investigat ion or proceeding 
must be a resident of the Federal judicial 
circuit within which the alleged unlawful 
employment practice occurred. 
Unlawful employment practices as defined 

in the bill 
These unlawful employment practices are 

four in number. They are set forth in 
section 5, and are, in summary: 

1. For an employer to refuse to hire, or to 
discharge, or otherwise to discriminate in 
the matter of employment, because of race, 
religion, color, national origin, or ancestry. 

2. For an employer to utilize any employ
ment agency, training school, or labor organ
izg,tion which does so discriminate. 

3. For a labor organization to discrim
inate against any individual, or to segregate 
or claesify membership or limit employment 
opportunities, on any such ground. 

4. For an employer or labor organization 
to penalize anyone for opposing any such 
u n lawful employment practice. 

Exemptions 
Section 4 specifically exempts any State 

or municipality or political subdivision 
thereof, or any religious, charitable, frater
nal, social, educational, or sectarian corpora..: 
tion or association, not organized for private 
profit, other than labor organizations. 

The definition of employer specifically 
exempts any employer having in his employ 
less than 50 individuals. 

As to any agency or instrumentality of the 
Un ited States, or of any Territory or posses
sion thereof, or any officer or employee there
of, the commission is authorized to request 
the President to take such action as he deems 
appropriate to obtain compliance with its or
ders; and the President is empowered to 
establish rules and regulations for compli
ance by any person who contracts with any 
agency or instrumentality of the United 
St ates if such contract requires the employ
ment of 50 or more individuals. 

The model for this bill 

The bill is modeled on the New York law 
against discrimination enacted on March 12, 
1945, and commonly known as the Ives-Quinn 
law. 

It was passed by the legislature over
whelmingly, as a nonparti'San measure. It 
gave the State of New York primacy in the 
enactment of an integrated program against 
racial and religious discrimination. 

In signing the bill the Governor described 
it as a reaffirmation by the people of New 
York of their faith "in the simple principles 
of our free republic," and said: 

"It expresses the rule that must be funda
mental in any free society-that no man shall 
be deprived of the chance to earn his bread 
by reason of the circumstances of his birth." 

The leadership thus taken by the State 
of New York in this social advance has stimu
lated the enactment of similar laws in the 
St ates of Massachusetts, New Jersey, and 
Connecticut. Like legislation is pending in 
some other States. 

The bill was framed by a commission ap
pointed in the previous year by the legisla
ture and the Governor. Hon. IRVING M. IVES 
was chairman of the commission. The com
mission had extended public hearings on the 
subject and on the commission's preliminary 
draft in all the principal cities of the State. 
The law as proposed by the commission was 
enacted without any change. It can truly be 
described as the work of the people of the 
State of New York themselves. 
. While the phrasing of the new law con
stituted legislative pioneering, the principles 
which it applied to the betterment of human 
relations were as old as Amer ican democracy 
an d as basic as the Declaration of Independ
ence and the Bill of Rights. 

Senate bill 984 sets forth these same prin
ciples and gives them embodiment in the 
national field, subject to the constitutional 
restrictions applicable to Federal legislation. 

The obligations imposed by the Ch art-er 
of the Uni ted Nations 

This bill, in declaring the policy which it 
proposes to further, says, among other things 
(p. 2): 

" ( c) This act has also been enacted as a 
step toward fulfillment of the . internat ional 
treaty obligat ions imposed by the Char t er of 
the United Nations upon the United States 
as a signatory thereof to promote 'universal 
respect for, and observance of, human rights 
and fundamental freedoms for all without 
d istinction as to race, sex, language, or 
religion.'" 

S~bdivision 2 of article VI of the Constitu
tion of the United States provides that: 

"All treaties made, or which shall be made, 
under the authority <>f the United States, 
shall be the supreme law of the land; and the 
judges in every State shall be bound there
by, anything in the Constitution or laws of 
any State to the contrary notwithstanding." 

Nature of civil rights 
Section 2 of this act provides (p. 2) : . 
"(b) The right to employment without dis

crimination because of race, religion, color, 
national origin, or ancestry is hereby rec
ognized as and declared to be a civil right of 
all the people of the United States." 

The New York law against discrimination 
enacted in 1945 declared: 

"SEC. 126. Opportunity for employment 
without discrimination a civil right. The op
portunity to obtain employment without dis
crimination because of race, creed, color, or 
national origin is hereby recognized as and 
declared to be a civil right." · 

Much has been written as to the nature of 
civil rights. But all authorities agree either 
that included in civil rights are such rights 
as the legislature shall .recognize and declare 
to be such, or, in the absence of any such 
declaration, that they include such r ights as 
under a free society are recognized as essen
tial to the freedom of the individual R]ld as 
part of the inalienable right of everyone to 
live. 

As said by the Supreme Court of the United 
States in U.S. v. Cruikshank (92 U.S. (1875) 
542, 553): 

"The rights of life and personal liberty are 
natural rights of man. 'To secure these 
rights; says the Declaration of Independence, 
'governments are instituted among men, de
riving their just powers from the consent of 
the governed.' The very highest duty of the 
States, when they entered into the Union 
under the Constitution, was to protect all 
persons within their boundaries in the en
joyment of these 'inalienable rights with 
which they were endowed by their Creator.' 
Sovereignty, for this purpose, rests alone 
with the State.'' 

In People v. Barber (289 N. Y. 378), our 
State court of appeals recently said, per 
Chief Justice Lehman (p. 385): 

"It (the Bill of Rights) is a guaranty of 
those rights which are essential to the pres
ervation of the freedom of the individual
rights which are part of our democratic tra
ditions and which no government may in
vade." 

The classic juridical definition of civil 
rights is that they are distinct from political 
rights, and that the terms "in its broadest 
sense includes those rights which are the 
outgrowth of civilization, the existence of 
which necessarily follows from the rights that 
repose in the subject s of a country exercising 
self-government" (Grooms v. Ttiomas (93 
Okla. 67), Simpson v. Geary (204 Fed'. 507, 
512), City of Dallas v. Mitchell (245 s. W. 
(Tex.) 944, 945), Friendly v. Olcott (61 Or. 
580), People v. Bar r ett (203 Ill. 99), People v. 
W ash ington (36 Calif. 658 , G62 ) , B lackman v. 
Ston e (!.7 F ed. Supp. 102, 107)). 
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The right to lif~. the most primary_ of all 

civil rights, can have no fulfillment without 
the right to work. 

Denial or curtailment of the right to work 
by reason of race, creed, color, or national 
origin, deprives ,minorities "of their consti
tutional right to earn a livelihood" (Carroll v. 
Local 269, 133 N. J. Eq. 144, 147 and cases 
cited), "menaces the institutions and foun
dation of a free democratic state" (New York 
L. 1944, ch. 692, sec. 1), and draws the Nation 
toward the shattering abyss of racism and 
intolerance. 

In the Carroll case, just cited, the court 
said (p. 146) : 

"The right to earn a livelihood is a prop
erty right which is guaranteed in our country 
by the fifth and fourteenth amendments of 
the Federal Constitution, and by the State 
constitution." 

OPPOSITION 

Opposition to the enactment of this bill, 
like the opposition to the enactment of like 
legislation in New York, Massachusetts, New 
Jersey, and Connecticut, is largely on the 
ground that the law may unsettle tranquillity 
of business, promote harassing and black
mailing suits, and divide . employees into 
racial groups. . 

Even if this fear were well founded, it 
would not follow that the racial and religious 
minorities. must pay with peonage, second
class citizenship, and frustrated lives, the 
price of preventing such annoyances. But 
this legislation does not take such a pessi
mistic view of the American character or of 
democracy or of sound economics. Rather 
does it regard the business and industrial 
consequences as much better measured by 
the· profound words of Mr. Eric A. Johnston, 
when president of the Chamber of Commerce 
of the United States, when he said publicly 
in January 1945: 

"Wherever we erect barriers on the grounds 
of race or religion, or of occupational or pro
fessional status, we hamper the fullest ex
pression of our economic society. Intoler
ance is destructive. Prejudice produces no 
wealth. Discrimination is a fool's economy. 
• • • · The withholding of jobs and busi
ness opportunities from some people does 
not make more jobs and business opportuni
ties for others. Such a policy merely tends 
to drag down the whole economic level. Per
petuating poverty for some merely guarantees 
stagnation for all." 

It is also Mr. Eric Johnston who reminds 
us of another vital aspect of this matter of 
discrimination, by quoting Walt Whitman's 
famous lines: "This is not a nation, but a 
teaming of nations." It is this all-American 
team, its unity strengthened by its diversity, 
that has victoriously brought the Ship of 
Liberty through the most evil wind that ever 
swept the world. 

The test of experience 
In New York, not one of the evil con

sequences that were feared by opponents of 
the legislation has m~terialized. The new 
law has fitted easily and smoqthiy into the 
economic structure. It ha-s been wisely ad
ministered, in a spirit of statesmanship and 
with a view to the progressive accomplish
ment of sound and constructive results. 

Of course, time is essential to its full de
velopment. As said on May 15, 1947, by one 
of the members. of the New York Commis
sion concerning achievements under the New 
York law: 

"Necessarily it will take time before a full 
equalization of employment is achieved, for 
those groups barred from certain types of 
employment must necessarily become .aware 
that opportunities in those fields are now 
open to them, and they must prepare them
selves to take advantage of those opportuni
ties. · 

"This takes time, but it is important for 
us to know today that the barriers of em-

ployment. to an_y group in New York State 
are being eliminated in all types of occupa
tions, and that the sound administration of 
this law will inevitably bring a complete 
equalization of opportunity to all people 
Within our State." 

However, full fruition of the New York law 
or of any like law in any other State wlll 
not be completely attainable until uniformity 
and support are supplied by like national 
legislation. 

Not only in a few States but throughout 
the Nation as a whole there can be no true 
democracy without equality of opportunity 
to work and live without discrimination by 
reason of the accidents of birth or the differ
ences of creed. 

The means and the end contemplated are 
no innovation or revolution. They are 
merely a fresh affirmation of the American 
faith in one Nation, indivisible, with liberty 
and justice for all. Recently our national 
legislation imposed, for the preservation of 
our country, equality of obligation on the 
battlefield; but such equality of duty has as 
its counterpart and necessary implication 

· equality of opportunity in the paths of peace. 
At the height of the present crisis in the 

world between democracy and the police 
state, this country cannot afford a verdict 
at the bar of world opinion that racial and 
religious discrimination is too thoroughly 
established in our economy to be outlawed. 

Let us have faith in our minorities 
throughout our land, and be fair with them. 
They also hold the title deeds to God's 
blessings upon America. 

Constitutionality 
Opposition also voices the thought that 

the underlying principles embodied in this 
bill may be unconstitutional. 

But the recent course of judicial decisions 
has been such that it is scarcely conceivable 
that any court would attempt to nullify any 
portion of democracy's ark of the covenant, 
the Bill of Rights itself. To do so would 
be close to declaring democracy itself un
constitutional. 

In New Negro Alliance v. Sanitary Grocery 
Co. (303 U. S. 552), the Supreme Court said 
(p. 561): 

"The desire for fair and equitable condi
tions of employment on the part of persons 
of any race, color, or persuasion, and the 
removal of discriminations against them by 
reason of their race or religioµs beliefs is 
quite as important to those concerned as 
fairness and equity in terms and conditions 
of emploY1llent can be to trade or craft 
unions or any form of labor organization or 
association. Race discrimination by an em
ployer may reasonably be deemed more un
fair and less excusable than discrimination 
against workers on the ground of union 
affiliation." 

In People v. Barber (289 N. Y. 378), the 
New York Court of Appeals said (p. 386) : 

"We know now, more surely than ever be
fore, that callousness to the right s of in
dividuals and minorities leads to barbarism 
and the destruction of the essential values 
of civilized life." 

In James v. Mar·inship Corp. (155 Pac. (2d) 
329), the Supreme Court of California, in a 
decision announced on January 2, 1945, 
granted an injunction against the refusal of 
a local union having a closed-shop agreement 
to permit members of a Negro auxiliary 
union to work in the shop. The court said: 

"It s (the union's) asserted right to choose 
its own members does not merely relate to 
social relations; it affects the fundamental 
right to work for a living (citing cases) • 
• • • The discriminatory practices in
volved in this case, are, moreover, contrary 
to the public policy of the United States and 
this State." 

In Railway Mail Association v. Corsi (326 
U.S. 88), the Supreme Court considered the 

constitutionality of section 43 of the civll
rights law of the State of New York. That 
section prohibited any labor organization 
from discriminating in the matter of mem
bership and privilege on account of race, 
creed, or color. In upholding constitutional
ity, the Supreme Court said: 

"We have here a prohibition of discrimina
tion in membership or union services on ac
count of race, creed, or color. A judicial 
determination that such legislation violated 
the fourteenth amendment would be a dis
tortion of the policy manifested in that 
amendment, which was adopted to prevent 
State legislation designed to perpetuate dis
crimination on the basis of race or color. 
We see no constitutional basis for the con
tention that a State cannot protect workers 
from exclusion solely on the basis of race, 
color, or creed by an organization function
ing under the protection of the State, which 
holds itself out to represent the general 
business needs of employees." 

In Steele v. Louisville & N. R. R. Co. (323 
U. S. 192), the Supreme Court held that · a 
Negro railway fireman who was discrimi
nated against because of color by the union 
chosen by the majority of his craft as bar
gaining representative under Federal Rail
way Labor Act, could properly invoke the 
protection of the court by injunction, not
withstanding tha.t such discrimination was 
buttressed by the contract between the uriion 
and the employing railroad. The Supreme 
Court said: 

"We think that Congress, in enacting the 
Railway Labor Act and authorizing . a labor 
union, chosen by a majority of a craft, to 
represent the craft, did not intend to con
fer • • • power upon the union to 
sacrifice, for the benefit of its members, rights 
of the minority of the craft, without impos
ing on it any duty to protect the minority. 

"The discriminations based on race alone 
are obviously irrelevant and invidious. Con
gress plainly did not undertake to authorize 
the bargaining representative to make such 
discrimination." 

To the same effect are: Tunstall v. Brother
hood of Locomo~ive Firemen and Enginemen 
(323 U. S. 210 (1944)); Morgan v. Virginia 
(328 U. S. 373); Yale Law Journal, April 
1947, page 731, volume 56, No. 4-Discrimi
nation by Labor Union Bargaining Repre
sentatives Against Racial Minorities; Cali
fornia Law Journal, September 1945, page 
388, volume 33, No. 3-The Right to Equal 
Opportunity in Employment. 

No violation of the right of contract 
Freedom of contract is not absolute. Like 

all other rights of persons and of property, 
it is subject to reasonable regulations and 
prohibitions in the interest of the common 
welfare and of a sound and consistent de
mocracy. As said by the Supreme Court of 
the United States in Nebbia v. People of the 
State of New York (291 U. S. 502, 527) : 

"The Constitution does not guarantee the 
unrestricted privilege to engage in a busi
ness or to conduct it as one pleases." 

And in West Coast Hotel Co. v. Parrish 
(300 U. S. 379), the same Court, per Chief 
Justice Hughes, said (0. 391): 

"What is this freedom (of contract)? The 
Constitution does not speak of freedom of 
contract. It speaks of liberty and prohibits 
the C:eprivation of liberty without due proc
ess c,f law. In prohibiting that deprivation 
the Constitution does not recognize an abso
lute and uncontrollable liberty. Liberty in 
each of its phases has its history and con
notation. But the liberty safeguarded is 
liberty in a social organization which re
quires the protection of law against the evils 
which menace the health, safety, morals, and 
welfare of the people. Liberty under the 
Constitution is thus necessarily subject to 
the restraints of due process, and regulation 
which is reasonable in relation to its subject 
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and is adopted in the interests of the com
munity is due process. This essential limi
tation of liberty in general governs freedom 
of contract in particular." 

Hence, the courts have steadily upheld leg
islative authority to regulate labor condi
tions and relations, and to prevent the right 
to hire and discharge from being used to im
pair the countervailing right of employees. 
(Phelps Dodge Corp. v. N. L. R. B. (313 U. S. 
177); N. L. R. B. v. Jones & Laughlin (301 U. 
S. 1); United States v. Da1·by (312 U.S. 100)). 
The phrase "affected with a public interest" 
is no longer accepted judicially as· the de
termining characteristic of businesses which 
can be subjected to the economic and social 
programs of the States (Olsen v. Nebraska 
(313 _u. s. 236, 246) ) • 

Conclusion 
Senate bill 984 rests on sound principles. 
It is a workable and moderate but effective 

expression in the economic field of the basic 
American rioctrine of equality of opportu
nity. 

It is supported by the precedent and ex
perience of like legislation in several of the 
States. 

It is called for by the Charter of the United 
Nations and by the leadership which this 
Nation must take in strengthening and vali
dating the principles and practice of de
mocracy throughout the world. 

It is constitutional and it is statesmanlike. 
Respectfully submitted. 

CHARLES H. TUTTLE. 
. JUNE 10, 1947. 

Mr. IVES. The United States of Amer
ica furnishes the last bulwark for free
dom in the world. Without equality of 

. opportunity, a basic privilege of freedom 
is destroyed. 

Discrimination in employment because 
of race, religion, color, or national origin 
denies equality of opportunity and makes 
·a mockery of our pious boasting about 
our American way of life. There is no 
room in America for second-class citi
zenship; either we are united in ideals 
and purpose and example, or ours is a 

- union in name only, torn by resentment 
and dissension among heterogeneous 
minorities in conflict with whatever ma
jority may be in the ascendancy at the 
moment. To those of us who constitute 
the immediate over-all majority is given 
the task of translating our lofty ideals 
and principles into a living reality. 

This is the challenge confronting us 
as we consider S. 1728. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator withhold his suggestion and 
yield for a question? 

Mr. IVES. I withhold the suggestion, 
and yield to the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. HOLLAND. I noted the referenr.e 
by the distinguished Senator to the his
tory of the enforcement of the State 
FEPC law in the State of New York with 
which ·the Senator is, of course, familiar, 
and of which law he was, I understand, 
one of the distinguished authors. 

I ask the distinguished Senator, first, 
what was the sentiment in the two 
houses of the Legislature of the State of 
New York at the time of the passage of 
the State FEPC measure, with reference 
to the support of the measure by the 
members of the two houses? 

Mr. IVES. The sentiment was di
vided. It was not unanimous. It never 

is unanimous on a question that is 
controversial. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Does the Senator-re
member the vote? 

Mr. IVES. No, the Senator does not 
happen to know the vote. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Is it not true that 
the vote by which the measure was passed 
was very heavy in both houses? 

Mr. IVES. There was a large number 
of votes cast. A large percentage of the 
members in both houses voted, if that is 
the Senator's question. 

Mr. HOLLAND. No; my question is 
whether a large percentage of those vot
ing voted for the passage of the act. 

Mr. IVES. Yes. 
Mr. HOLLAND. It was passed .almost 

unanimously, was it not? 
Mr. IVES. No; it was not. 
Mr. HOLLAND. Does the Senator 

think that the history of the enforce
. ment of that act is the history of the en
. forcement of a State measure in a State 

which, by and large, strongly favors the 
State FEPC measure and its enfor~e
ment? 

Mr. IVES. The history of that par
ticular act in New York is the history of 
the administration of an act in a State 
where the preponderant sentiment is un
doubtedly in its favor. But I can assure 
the able Senator from Florida that there 
was articulate in the State of New York 
a great deal of opposition to this par
ticular kind of legislation. I am very 
happy, particularly in the last year or 
two, to hear from people who were bit
terly opposed to the act in the State of 
New York, and are now solidly behind it, 
informing me, as they do, that their fears 
have not been realized, nor were they 
ever justified. 

Mr. HOLLAND. The Senator has 
stated, has he not, that the prepbnder
ant majority of the people in his State 
favored the enactment and enforcement 
of their State FEPC law? 

Mr. IVES. I would assume the pre
ponderant majority of the people fa
vored it, because a substantial majority 
of the legislature favored it. So far as a 
legislative body is able to carry out or 
does carry out the intent of the constit
uents whom the members represent, then 
in the State of New York the action of 

. the legislature in that particular in
stance probably was ;representative of 
the sentiment of the people of the State 
of New York. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Assuming that in the 
State of New York the preponderant ma
jority of people favored the legislation, 
and. the overwhelming majority of both 
houses of the legislature favored it, I 
wonder if the Senator has any opinion 
as to whether the enforcement of the 
law in such a State and under those con
ditions would be a much simpler problem 
than the enforcement of a similar Fed
eral law in States where the preponder,.. 
ant majority of the people did not favor 
an FEPC law. 

Mr. IVES~ I ·think the Senator's ques
tion really answers itself. Quite obvi
ously where there are a majority of peo
ple in a State favoring legislation of this 
kind, enforcement or observance is much 
easier· than would be the case in a state 

where the majority of people were op
posed to it. But the fact still remains 
that in those areas in the State of New 
York where obviously, because of local 
conditions, or for other reasons, there 
were majorities opposed to it, this par
ticular act of the State of New York has 
worked successfully. I can give as area
son for that the fact that New York 
State, as I ·indicated in my previous re
marks, has a very fine commission ad
ministering the law, a commission with 
great intelligence, great fairness, great 
understanding, and a fundamental and 
basic belief in what they were trying to 
do. That is why I emphasized the im
portance of the commission aspect. 

Mr. HOLLAND. I should like to ask 
the Senator whether as many as one cit
izen or one business in his State has ever 
opposed the enforcement of the FEPC 
measure to the degree of requiring that 

. it go to court . 
Mr. IVES. No; it has not gone to 

court. 
Mr. HOLLAND. The Senator is say

ing, then, if I understand him correctly, 
that notwithstanding the fact that he 
says there has been much sentiment in 
the past against the law, not one citizen, 

. not one business, of the great State of 
· New York, felt so keenly in opposition to 
· the measure that it took the measure to 

court, took it where its constitutionality 
and its other aspects could be subjected 
to court analysis and determination. 

Mr. IVES. No, and for the very sim
ple reason that the procedure which the 
Senator from New York outlined in brief 

. under the terms of the New York statute'. 

. which is substantially the same type of 
procedure provided in the bill with re-
spect to which a motion to take up has 
been made, offers a medium, through 
conference, conciliation, and persuasion, 
mandatory in the first instance, by which 
people are enabled to get together and 
work out their problems among them
selves. That is why we have had no 
cases go to court. That is why the re
sistance in the State of New York, bitter 
as it was in some particular situations 
in the beginning, has gradually been 
eliminated. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield further? 

Mr. IVES. Yes . 
Mr. HOLLAND. I should like to ask 

the Senator if he does not know it to 
be a fact that whereas eight States, in
cluding his own, have seen fit to adopt 
compulsory FEPC laws, more than twice 
that many .have, in the exercise of their 
State sovereignty, declined to adopt such 
laws? 

Mr. IVES. I am not aware of the sta. 
tistics with regard to those declining so 
to act. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Well, stating, as a 
matter of fact, in my next question, that 
more than twice as many States have 
taken exactly the opposite position to 
that taken by the State of New York, 
namely, have refused to adopt a State 
FEPC law, I ask the distinguished Sen
ator if he feels it to be a wise, prudent 

· step, from the standpoint of the. enact
ment of sound and enforceable legisla

. tion, to attempt to impose legislation 
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which has-been found . to be acceptable 
to only 8 States of the Union, upon 
all the other States of the Union, when 
some 18 of them have declined to adopt 
FEPC legislation, and when most of 
the others have . been so hostile to it 
that no such legislation has ever been 
introduced in their State legislatures? 

Mr. IVES. Mr. President, again the 
answer to the question posed by the able 
Senator from Florida would appear to 
be obvious~ but it is not as obvious· as it 
would appear to be. Yes, Mr. President, 
administered as the law of the State of 
New York has been administered, with 
the thought and understanding and deep 
feeling of fairness, of trying to get peo
ple together and work out the problems 
together-I say regardless of the number 
of States indicated by the Senator from 
Florida that have turned down such leg
islation, there need be no cause for fear 
concerning a Federal statute of this kind. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for a further question? 

Mr. IVES. Yes. 
Mr. HOLLAND. I should like to ask 

the Senator whether he feels it is wise 
to try to enact such legislation in the 
face of such a showing of determined 
opposition as I have recited in my earlier 
question, and in the face of the refusal 
and failure of the advocates of FEPC 
up to this time ever to subject it to a 
court test in which a determination could 
be made on the question of the consti
tutionality of such legislation? 

Mr. IVES. I think I answered that 
question in my previous answer. I want 
to say, though, to the able Senator from 
Florida that the idea that everything has 
to be done by compulsion, by force, is 
something which -is utterly aside from 
the point, completely foreign to the 
whole thought in connection with the 
effort being made in the State of New 
York to resolve the particular problem · 
inherent in the question of discrimina
tion in employment. The whole effort 
is directed toward getting people to
gether, to understand their common and 
mutual problems together, and then rec
ognizing those problems, that in under
standing of those problems-because 
most people are reasonable-they are 
enabled to work out the solutions which 
they desire. That is the whole thought 
back of the legislation. It is not a ques
tion of passing a law with such heat that 
people will be thrown into jail. I men
tioned that in my earlier statement. It 
is not a question of imposing tremendous 
penalties because of a possible violation 
somewhere. It is a question of using 
common sense, understanding, and jus
tice in the administration of the act. 

I do not believe the able Senator from 
Florida noted when I remarked that con
ference, conciliation, and persuasion are 
mandatory in the first instance. That 
is the whole idea. ·People are brought 
together by voluntary processes. People 
are not brought together by the force of 
the policeman's stick. That is inherent 
and basic in the whole matter. 

On top of all that are the citizens, 
councils of conciliation and conference 
in the various localities which the act 
provides for and in the States and in the 

XCVI-41'1 

Union. In New York State they have 
been regional, they have been local. I 
think there are eight large councils al
ready established in the State for the 
purpose of disseminating information, 
through the process of education, so 
that people can understand the law and 
know what it is about, and, in turn, 
understanding and knowing it, believing 
as undoubtedly most Americans do be
lieve, that there are some fundamental 
things which are basic in our whole 
American philosophy, they can get to
gether and work -out the solution . . 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield further? 

Mr. IVES. Yes. 
Mr. HOLLAND. The Senator is not by 

any means seeking to create the impres
sion that compulsion does not exist in 
Senate bill 1728, does he? 

Mr. IVES. The Senator is very de
finitely seeking to convey the idea that 
the compulsion in the bill, if the Senator 
wants to call it that, is there for the 
very simple purpose of requiring those . 
affected by it to give attention to it, to 
carry out on their part the processes 
which the bill itself establishes. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield further? 

Mr. IVES. I yield. 
Mr. HOLLAND. Is it not true that 

the great State which the Senator rep
resents so ably is that State in the 
Union which has the largest problem, 
insofar as the size and variety of its 
minorities are concerned; that is, does 
it not have the largest minority propor
tions of citizens by race, by color, by na
tional backgrounds, and from various 
standards covered by the bill? 

Mr. IVES. The Senator is not able to 
answer that statistically, but the Sen
ator would imagine that the State of New 
York has as many so-called minorities 
among its population, proportionately 
speaking, as has any other State in the 
Union. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will yield further, I should like 
to ask him if he would be so kind as to 
state for the record the various minor
ity groups of citizens which in his State 
exist in very large numbers. 

Mr. IVES. The Senator from New 
York would be unable, actually unable, to 
list completely all the minority groups in 
the State. Religions are dealt with. 
There are a number of religious groups 
there. Race is dealt with. We have at 
least two groups there. Nationality is 
dealt with. I think the guess of the Sen
.ator from Florida as to nationality is 
just as good as is that of the Senator 
from New York. I do not know how 
.many nationalities are represented in the 
diversified population of the State of 
New York. But we work together. We 
are a living demonstration that we can 
work together with one thought, one 
idea, that the problem of each one of 
us is the problem of all of us. If the 
Senator wants a living example of the 
way in which our great diversified popu
lation in this country can get together, 
with our conflicting ideas, even with 
some conflicting basic beliefs, he will find 
it in m~ .state, beca~e we re_alize that 

there is something higher, something 
more noble than simply sitting down and 
quarreling over many picayune things. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield further? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
DOUGLAS in the chair). Does the .sen
ator from New York yield to the Senator 
from Florida? 

Mr. IVES. I yield. 
Mr. HOLLAND. I should like to ex

plore one rather technical question with 
the distinguished Senator from New 
York. Am I correct in my understand
ing of his bill that he does not claim 
there is any existing right to employ
ment, as he seeks to create such a right 
in this bill, but that, instead, he is de
sirous of creating by this bill a right to 
employment free from discrimination on 
the ground of race, religion, color, · or 
nationality? 

Mr. IVES. I believe the bill has in it 
a provision slightly different from the 
provision of Senate bill 984 of the Eight
ieth Congress, in which the earlier pro
vision of the right to employment with
out regard to discrimination on account 
of race, creed, color, national origin, or 
ancestry was declared to be a civil right. 
In this 'bill that right is merely declared 
as an outright right-I am not playing 
on words, but that is what it is-with
out referring to the matter of civil rights. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, to re
state my question, am I correct in my 
understanding that the Senator from 
New York seeks by his bill to declare a 
right to exist, to create that right-

Mr. IVES. Very definitely. 
Mr. HOLLAND. And not, may I say, 

again to take advantage of any declara
tion of a right or existence of a right 
under the Constitution or elsewhere? 

Mr. IVES. I believe very definitely 
that the right which I am urging be es
tablished indisputably through the . en
actment of this proposed legislation is in
herent in the Constitution of the United 
States and also in. the Declaration of 
Inde.pendence of our country. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for a ftirther question? 

Mr. IVES. I yield. 
Mr. HOLLAND. It has been my un

derstanding, after listening to the open
ing and able remarks of the Senator from 
New York, after reading his able report 
on Senate bill 984 in the last Congress, 
and also after reading other utterances 
attributed to him, that he has never 
claimed hen. 11ofore the existence of a 
right to employment free from any dis
crimination on 1:1,ccount of race, color, re
ligion, or national derivation, but that, 
instead, he is seeking to create such a 
right by the passage of this measure. 

Mr. IVES. No; I am not seeking to 
create anything which I do not believe 
existed. I am merely endeavoring to 
emphasize and place in a statute, with 
the force of law itself behind it, some
thing which I do believe has existed from 
the very beginning of our country, ever 
since the Constitution of the United 
States was formulated in 1787. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Pursuing that point 
, further, would. the Senator from New 
York mind stating for the RECORD what 
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provision of the Constitution it is that 
he feels creates or gives a right to em
ployment without any question of dis
crimination on the ground of race, color, 
religion, or national derivation? 

Mr. IVES. The whole spirit of the 
Constitution of the United States-with
out going into any specific section of it-
and the spirit of the Declaration of Inde
pendence, where the matter: of equality 
is definitely and specifically ref erred to, 
carry out the thought of · the Senator 
from New York. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for a further question? 

Mr. IVES. I yield. 
Mr. HOLLAND. Will the Senator 

state just one provision of the Constitu
tion upon which he relies in declaring 
the principle which he has just 
announced? 

Mr. IVES. I do not happen to have a 
copy of the Constitution before me; but 
I think that principle presumably is es
tablished by the Bill of Rights itself
perhaps not in any specific terms deal
ing with employment, because, in the 
Bill or Rights I know of no terms deal
ing with employment, but that the whole 
principle established basically ·by the 
Bill of Rights is inherent to the idea of 
freedom of opportunity. 

I should like to ask the · Senator from 
Florida if he does not think the Four 
Freedoms themselves, which were · more 
or less basic in the-concept of the ·recent 
war itself, from our standpoint, as the 
war progressed, have also inherently in 
them the point the Senator from Flor
ida has raised and the point the Sena
.tor from New York is now talking 
about. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from New York yield fur
ther? 

Mr. IVES. First, I should like to have 
the Senator from Florida listen to the 
closing statement of my remarks, which 
I should like to read now: 

Without equalfty of opportunity, a 
basic privilege of freedom is destroyed. 

I do not believe the Senator from Flor
ida would want to go so far as to say 
that he himself does not believe in equal
ity of opportunity. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield further? 

Mr. IVES. I yield. 
Mr .. HOLLAND. Of course the Sena

tor from New York is an able constitu
tional scholar--

Mr. IVES. I am not a constitutional 
scholar. I am not ·even a lawyer. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Well, I may say to 
the Senator fro~1 New York that every
thing he has done since he has been in 
the Senate has made others of us feel 
that he is a constitutional scholar. If 
that be not the case-

Mr. IVES. The Senator from Florida 
is very flattering and encouraging, but 
I still recognize full well my lack of 
qualifications. 

Mr. HOLLAND. If it be not the case 
that the Senator from New York is a 
distinguished scholar in that field, I hope 
he will indulge me and will allow me to 
attribute -that quality to him, because ·1 
really think he is entitled to have it at-
tributed to him. · 

Mr. IVES. Again I · say I deeply ap
preciate the Senator's very kind thougQ.t. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, will 
the ·senator yield further? 

Mr. IVES. I yield. 
Mr. HOLLAND. A moment ago, when 

he was making his able argument, the 
Senator from New York referred to the 
Bill of Rights, by which of course is 
meant the first ten amendment& to the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. IVES. Yes. 
Mr. HOLLAND. I assume that the 

Senator from New York is familiar with 
the ninth and tenth amendments to the 
Bill of Rights, is he not? 
· Mr. IVEf?. No; I am not. I will get a 
copy of the Bill of Rights, if I can find it. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Without recalling 
any of the remarks I made a few minutes 
ago, I am perfectly willing to have the 
Senator from New York refresh his 
memory at this time by ref erring to the 
ninth and tenth amendments to the 
Constitution, if he will be good enough 
to do so, referring to page 473 of the 
Senate Manual. . 

Mr. IVES. Yes; I now read them. 
Mr. HOLLAND. I note that the dis

tinguished Senator from New York has 
turned to the ninth and tenth amend
ments to the Constitution, as they are 
shown in the Senate Manual. 

Mr. IVES. Yes. 
Mr. HOLLAND. I should like to ask 

the Senator if his interpretation of those 
amendments differs from mine. I un
.derstand that the first eight amendments 
in the . Bill of Rights were to spell out 
specific rights, which were not given or 
recognized by the original text of the 
Constitution as being possessed by indi
vidual citizens, whereas the ninth and 
tenth amendments were intended to 
show specifically that the rights and 
powers which were not spelled out in 
the Constitution were not intended to be 
given to the Federal Government. In 
referring to the ninth amendment, which 
reads: 

The enumeration in the Constitution of 
certain rights shall not be construed to deny 
or disparage others retained by the people. 

And the tenth amendment, which 
reads: 
Th~ powers not delegated to the United 

States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by 
it to the States, are reserved to the Stat.es 
respectively, or to the pe9ple. 

I understand that those two amend
ments were put in the Constitution at 
the insistence of some of the great patri
ots who were among the founding 
fathers of our Nation, who worked out 
the understanding that the Federal Gov
ernment should be formed and that the 
Constitution should be approved, but 
that the Bill of Rights, including those 
two sections, would promptly be written 
into the Constitution, so from those two 
amendments it might be very clearly es:. 
tablished eternally, during all the time 
the Constitution should stand, that·there 
were powers and rights which were not 
given to tqe Federal Government, the 
ninth amendment making it clear that 
rights not enumerated should be retained 
by the people, and the tenth amendment 
making · it clear that powers . not dele-

gated nor prohibited to the States are 
reserved to the States or to the people. 

I should like to ask the Senator to 
comment upon this situation; as to 
whether his ·understanding of the ninth 
and tenth amendments is in accord
ance with or distinguished ·from the in
terpretation of those two great amend
ments as just stated by the Senator from 
Florida in his question. 

Mr. IVES. The Senator from New 
York, not being a lawyer, to begin with, 
and, least of all, a constitutional lawyer, 
is at a great disadvantage when it comes 
to ·arguing with an eminent member of 
the bar such as the distinguished Senator 
from Florida. However, the Senator 
from New York would like to read, from 
the brief submitted by the Honorable 
Charles H. Tuttle, a certain comment 
dealing with this question of civil rights 
and the Bill of Rights itself. This hap
pens to have been a statement by the 
chief justice of the New York Court of 
Appeals, · the highest court in the State 
of New York, which, though of course, 
it may be subject to dispute, is neverthe
less, next to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, insofar as the people of 
New York are concerned, the highest 
court in the land. Speaking of the Bill 
of Rights, the chief justice said: 

It. if! a guaranty of those rights which are 
essential to the preservation of the freedom 
!Jf the individuaI, . rights which are part of 
our democratic tradition an<i which no gov
ernment may invade. · · -

I think the Senator from New York 
can do no better than to quote that 
opinion by the chief justice of the New 
York Court of Appeals. I am sure that, 
to get down to the .common sense of 
this matter, the Senator from Florida 
will readily agree with the Senator from 
New York, as the Senator from New York 
has .emphasized already several times, 
that freedom so-called without equal op
portunity for getting along together, 
working together, living together, is a 
pretty empty thing. Equality of oppor
tunity itself is, as the Senator from New 
York believes, fundamental in freedom. 
I think that is allthe distinguished chief 
justice of the New York Court of Appeals 
had in mind when he himself made that 
statement. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, I have 
wearied the Senator unduly, but I do 
have one or two more questions I should 
like. to ask him, if he will be gracious 
enough to yield further. 

Mr. IVES. The Senator from New 
York will yield, but he will not yield for 
technical legal questions. The Senator 
from New York is at a great disadvantage 
with the Senator from Florida on tech
nicalities of .a legal nature. The Senator 
from New York has very deep and abid
ing convictions, but he prefers to stick 
to the basic idea, the basic concept back 
of this kind of legislation rather than to 
get into technicalities. 
· Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, the 
Senator from Florida also has very deep 
and abiding convictions, one of which is 
that the Constitution of the United 
States means something and should be 
observed. 

Mr. IVES. The Senator · from New 
York agrees fully with that. The inter-
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pretation of the Constitution by the S~n
ator from New York may differ some
what, as it apparently does, from that 
of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. HOLLAND: That would enable 
perhaps the Senator from Florida to stat,e 
his next question, which the Senator 
hopes will not be regarded as a technical 
one. It is simply this : Adverting to the 
ninth amendment, which has to do with 
the absolute guaranty that the enu
meration of rights in the Constitution 
shall not be construed to deny or dis
parage other rights which are retained 
by the people, my question is, What 
rights retained by the people does the 
Senator from New York understand are 
ref erred to in the ninth amendment just 
read? 

Mr. IVES. The Senator from New 
York does not know. The amendment 
itself does not indicate. It says "cer
t!lin rights." 
· Mr. HOLLAND. Certain rights not 

enumerated in the Constitution. 
Mr. IVES. It says "certain rights." It 

does not say what they are. They may 
not be enumerated in the Constitution, 
but it does not say what they are. It 
is a negative declaration, not an affirma
tive one. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, turn
ing to the tenth amendment, the Sen
ator from Florida would lil{e to address 
to the distinguished Senator from New 
York this question which he does not 
think is a technical one. That amend
ment reads: · 

The powers not delegated to the United 
States by the Constitut ion, nor prohibited 
by it to the States, are reserved to the States 
respectively, or to the people. 

The question would be, What rights 
or what powers is it that are understood 
by the Senator from New York to be 
reserved to the respective States or to 
the people by this very carefully spelled
out wording of the provisions of the 
tenth amendment of the Federal Con
stitution? 

Mr. IVES. I think the tenth amend
ment itself answers the . question. Does 
the Senator from Florida want the Sen
ator from New York to read that? "The 
powers not delegated to the United 
States by the Constitution, nor pro
hibited by it to the States." 

Mr. HOLLAND. Does the Senator un
derstand that amendment to mean that 
unless powers are delegated to the United 
States by the Constitution, or unless 
they are prohibited by the Constitution 
to be exercised by the States, they are 
reserved to the States, or to the people? 

Mr. IVES. That is the way the Sen
ator from New York would construe the 
amendment. But, if the Senator from 
Florida is ref erring to this particular 
proposal before the Senate, with which 
this matter is concerned, the Senator 
from New York will again refer to the 
statement by the distinguished chief 
justice of the New York Court of Ap
peals. As a matter of constitutional 
interpretation, the chief justice thinks 
that these things are included; the Sen
ator from Florida apparently does not 
think so. 

Mr. FIGMPHREY. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. IVES. The Senator from Florida 
is still on his feet. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will yield for one more ques
tion-and he has been most gracious-
I should like to ask him whether, in view 
of the fact that the Constitution . is 
wholly silent on the delegation to the 
United States by the Constitution of any 
power to control employment practices 
of the people in the several States of the 
Union, he does not feel that by reason 
of that fact the power and jurisdiction 
in that field are reserved either to the 
States or to the people themselves? 

Mr. IVES. The Senator from New 
York. does not so feel, for reasons which 
he stated in his prepared remarks, or in 
the reference that he made to the state
ment of the chief justice·of the Court of 
Appeals of the State of New York, and 
in other statements he has made in the 
course of this discussion. The Senator 
from New York very definitely feels that 
the question raised in connection with 
the bill, S. 1728, is constitutional. 

Mr. HOLLAND. I thank the distin
guished Senator. He has been most pa
tient, and I am grateful to him. 

Mr. IVES. The Senator from New 
York also thanks the distinguished Sen
ator from Florida for his extreme cour
tesy and kindness. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. IVES. I yield to the Senator from 
Minnesota. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. The Senator from 
Minnesota wants to tell his friend the 
Senator from New York that the Sena
tor from Minnesota is no expert on con
stitutional law, but, possibly together 
we may--

Mr. IVES. The Senator. means that 
we are a couple of practical individuals. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Yes, indeed. I 
wonder how the Senator from New York 
would view article I, section 8, of the 
Constitution, which provides: 

The Congress shall have power to • • • 
regulate commerce with foreisn n ations, and 
among the several States, and with the In
dian tribes. 

I ask the Senator whether that par
ticular provision, which was used for the 
establishment of ·the Labor Relations 
Act. may not be applicable? 

Mr. IVES. It is very definitely ap
plicable. That, however, is not the point 
which was raised by the able Senator 
from Florida. So far as that is con
cerned, there is no question whatever 
about the constitutionality of the bill. 
I do not think the point raised by the 
Senator from Florida was well taken, 
and I think the statement by the chief 
judge of the Court of Appeals of the 
State of New York very clearly shows it 
was not well taken. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. But it is true, is it 
not, that, insofar as we need to have a 
basis for constitutionality, in order to 
set at rest the worries of constitutional 
lawyers, we do have article I, section 8, 
of the Constitution? 

Mr. IVES. We certainly do; and to 
the extent that the bill follows the pat
tern, from the standpoint Of its applica
bility, from the standpoint of its admin-

istrative procedure, from the standpoint 
of its general substantive provisions, and 
the way in which it is proposed to carry 
out the matters which it undertakes to 
solve, to that extent there is no ques
tion. Just as the labor-relations stat
utes in the Nation have been declared to 
be constitutional, so this measure is also 
constitutional. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I thank the Sen
ator for his comment. 

Let us return to that portion of the 
Constitution which was referred to by 
the Senator from Florida and see 
whether we cannot reach some agree
ment as to just where the sovereign 
power of this country rests. May I ask 
the Senator from New York to refer to 
amendment IX, which provides: 

The enumeration in the Constitution, of 
certain rights, shall not be construed to deny 
or disparage others retained by the people. 

I ask the Senator whether that is not 
the phrase in the Constitution which 
may be called the keystone phrase as to 
popular sovereignty..:_the power of the 
people. 

Mr. IVES. The Senator from New 
York very definitely would.feel that it can 
be so interpreted. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Is it not true that 
the theory behind constitutional govern
ment, the theory behind the Constitu
tion of the United States, is a theory of 
the power being in the people and the 
people being equal? 

Mr. IVES. That has been the theory 
upon which our constitutional govern
ment was established. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Is it not true that 
amendment IX emphasizes the final 
phrase, "the people," and amendment X, 
by its final words, emphasize "the peo
ple," and that whenever States are re
f erred to in the terminology of the Con
stitution the language is always but
tressed, either before it or after it, by 
the phrase "the people"? 

Mi'. IVES. That is correct, in connec
tion with those two amendments. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Those two amend
ments are known as the saving amend
ments, are they not? 

Mr. IVES. That is correct. 
Mr. HUMPHREY. Therefore, in view 

of what the Senator from New York has 
very brilliantly and cogently said, is it 
not true that there is within the Consti
tution the inherent equality of rights or 
equality of opportunity which are sup
posed to be a part of the fabric of the 
Constitution? 

Mr. IVES. The Senator from Minne
sota, by very able reasoning, has brought 
out the point which the Senator from 
New York quoted from the statement by 
the chief just ice of the Court of Ap
peals of the State of New York. Un
doubtedly, that is correct. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. One further ques
tion. There is an amendment known as 
amendment XIV. In section 1 of that 
amendment there is the following lan
guage: 

All persons born or naturalized in the 
United States, and subject to t h e jurisdic
t ion t h ereof , are citizens of the United States 
and of the State wherein they reside. 
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Is not that amendment the one which 
is often ref erred to as the dual citizen
ship amendment? 

Mr. IVES. I believe so. 
Mr. HUMPHREY. Is it not true that 

the Constitution of the United States, in 
its requirements as to citizenship, not 
only lists the requirements of the State, 
but also has its own requirements as to a 
citizen of the United States? 

Mr. IVES. That is correct. 
Mr. HUMPHREY. The final question 

which I should like to ask the Senator 
from New York with regard to amend
ment XIV is this: In reference to 
amendment IX and to amendment X, 
which merely buttresses that amend
ment, is it not very evident that within 
the framework and the words of the 
Constitution the principle of individual 
equality and individual freedom is in
herent and is a living force in the con
stitutional system? 

Mr. IVES. The Senator from New 
York profoundly believes that to be a 
fact. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I hope, then, we 
can avoid a long, tiresome debate on 
constitutionality, because, when it is all 
said and done, is not the Supreme Court 
of the United States the only body in the 
Government which can ultimately de
cide as to constitutionality? 

Mr. IVES. That is correct. On the 
other hand, the Senator from New York, 
if he felt the proposal were unconstitu
tional, would not favor it. I do not think 
the Congress of the United States should 
be passing measures of obvious uncon
stitutionality. But the S2nator from 
New York does not feel that this bill is 
unconstitutional. The Senator from 
New York believes profoundly, as he has 
already stated, that the bill is constitu
tional, and that its whole idea rests sol
idly on the Constitution of the United 
States. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. We have all taken 
an oath to uphold the Constitution. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for one further com
ment? 

Mr. IVES. No; the Senator from New 
York is weary and wants to take his seat, 
and the Senator from New York will 
yield the floor. Before I yield it, how
ever, I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ·The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, 
and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 
Aiken 
Anderson 
Benton 
Brewster 
Bricker 
Bridges 
Butler 
Byrd 
Cain 
Chapman 
Chavez 
Connally 
Cordon 
Donnell 
Douglas 
Dworshak 
Ecton 
Ellender 
Ferguson 
Flanders 
Fulbright 
George 

Gillette Lodge 
Green Long 
Gurney Lucas 
Hayden McClellan 
Hendrickson McFarland 
Hill McKellar 
Hoey McMahon 
Holland Magnuson 
Humphrey Malone 
Ives Maybank 
Jenner Millikin 
Johnson, Colo. Mundt 
Johnson, Tex. Murray 
Johnston, S. C. O'Conor 
Kefauver Robertson 
Kem Russell 
Kerr Saltonstall 
Kilgore Schoeppel 
Knowland Smith, Maine 
Langer Smith N. J. 
Leahy Sparkman 
Lehman Stennis 

Taft Tydings Withers 
Taylor Watkins Young 
Thomas, Utah Wiley 
Thye Williams 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quo
rum is present. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, today's 
proceedings have been heralded in ad
vance as a southern filibuster. I am 
happy I am able to enter into the dis
cussion today after so much time has 
been consumed by non-card-carrying 
members of the group who are labeled 
"Southern Democrats." 

Mr. President, the motion of the Sen
ator from Illinois [Mr. LUCAS] to pro
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
i 728 should be rejected by the Senate. 
Only an extreme national emergency can 
justify the abandonment or the nullifi
cation of our committee system in the 
case of any legislation. When we con
sider the checkered paliamentary his
tory of this bill, we must recognize that 
the Senate cannot p;roceed to its consid
eration without violence to a system of 
procedure which has served us well. 
There is nothing in the measure which 
would justify the adoption of this mo
tion, and such action could only mean 
that we had adopted a new method of 
paliamentary procedure in this body. 
The bill has not been subjected to any 
of the tests which we require of all other 
proposed legislation. The Senate should 
ref use to consider adopting the motion 
until the bill has passed through the 
gestation of committee hearings and 
amendments, and has been christened 
by committee recommendation. 

Not a single witness appeared before 
the Committee on Education and Public 
Welfare to testify on either side of the 
measure. Not one line of testimony is 
offered by the supporters of the bill to 
justify its pious and unusual oratorical 
findings and declaration of policy, 
There is no explanation from any source 
of the terms and the provisions of the 
bill. There is no description of the man
ner in which it will operate or how it 
will be applied. Some of its provisions 
are vague and nebulous. Even its pro
ponents admit that it is of doubtful con
stitutionality. Eminent and unbiased 
experts on the Constitution have re
peatedly asserted that the whole theory 
of the legislation is in conflict with our 
basic law, but not a single witness was 
called before the committee to attempt 
to reconcile the provisions of the bill with 
the mandates of our National Constitu
tion. · There was not even one witness 
to tell the committee that there were 
any evils in existence in our land which 
the bill might undertake to cure. 

Mr. President, the committees of the 
Senate are the servants of the Senate 
with definitely defined duties. Even if 
the insistent clamor for action upon any 
bill is so great as to stampede and con
fuse a committee, the committee should 
at least go through the process of hear
ings. Senators are entitled to present 
proposed amendments to a committee, 
ana to have them receive committee 
study and action. 

Even if we were to adopt the phi
losophy of the bill, which the Senator 
from Illinois seeks to have the Senate 

consider, it has many defects which 
should be cured by amend:i;nents · and 
studied by a con;i.mittee. But in this 
case the committee undertakes to throw 
before the Senate a bill of great con
sequence, covering 22 pages of printed 
matter, without a single word of hear
ings, without a recommendation or a 
suggestion as to its virtues or its defects, 
and without having proposed or con
sidered a single amendment even to the 
dotting on an "i" or the crossing of a "t." 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield at that point? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield for a question. 
Mr. ROBERTSON. Is it not also true 

that in reporting the bill under these 
-most unusual circumstances, the ma
jority of the committee that voted to 
report it was not even willing to say in 
a committee report, "We recommend the 
adoption of the bill"? 

Mr. RUSSELL. It comes before 'l:ls 
without recommendation or sugc-estion 
as a hot potato which the committee 
wished to get rid of, and having no other 
method or recourse, they dumped it, as 
the Senator from Alabama says in his 
extraordinarily fine minority views, as 
a foundling on the doorstep of the 
Senate. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 
Mr. HUMP.HREY. Is it not true that 

the Senator from Utah [Mr. THOMAS], 
the Senator from Montana [Mr-. MUR
RAY], the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. NEELY], the Senator. from Illinois 
[Mr. DOUGLAS], the Senator from New 
York [Mr. LEHMAN], the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. AIKEN], the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MORSE], and the Senator 
now speaking issued a report in support 
of the bill? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I would say that the 
Senator is issuing a report with respect 
to the bill. The manner by which the 
report is issued is in keeping with all the 
tactics and methods which have been 
employed with regard to the bill." The 
bill was. reported to the Senate without 
recommendation, as of October 17, 1949. 
I heard that some Senators had been 
working on a report, and I called the 
Document Room every day last week 
and was told there was no report avail
able. So after the motion had been 
made to consider the bill, certain Sena
tors come here with a belated report 
filed many months after the bill was 
reported to the Senate, and not alto
gether consistent with all the views of 
those who signed the varying reports. 

That is the very feature of the pro
cedure which I am complaining about 
because this ·issue is shot through and 
through with politics. It is given special 
handling. Senators are brought re
luctantly finally to a position where they 
have to express their views. Last fall 
heat was applied, and the bill was re
ported without any recommendation. 

· Copies of the views of some members of 
the committee were printed and placed 
on the desks of Senators only today. I 
say that is in keeping with all tl~.at has 
been done in C-onnection with tl. e bill. 
No Senator has had an opportutlity to 
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study the views presented in the various 
majority and individual reports. I have 
not even had an opportunity to read 
them, because they were filed here only 
today. Ordinarily they are filed when 
a bill is reported. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Is it not true that 
this is the first day we have given con
sideration to the bill? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Of course, the Sena
tor is not bound by any of the rules and 
policies and precedents of the Senate, 
but he knows that it is customary to file 
a complete report when a bill is reported 
to the Senate, so that we can have an 
opportunity to study it. In this case we 
have had no opportunity to study it. · 
It is filed after the bill is brought up for 
consideration. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator further yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 
Mr. HUMPHREY. Does the Senator 

know that on bills identical or similar to 
this bill in purpose and in language, since 
August 1945, 254 witnesses have appeared 
on a total of 43 days, and that there have 
been 2,231 pages of testimony taken, and 
that the most recent testimony was 
taken on an identical bill in the House 
of Representatives? 

Mr. RUSSELL. The Senator made 
s.:>me such suggestion on Friday after
noon, and I must say in all frankness 
that I was greatly disappointed to hear a 
Senator of the United States present the 
proposition to the Senate that because 
hearings had been held a year ago on a 
bill which had the same general objec
tives, it was unnecessary to hold any 
hearings now. Mr. President, we have 
had tax bills pending here since the First 
Congress. Hearings are held on every 
such bill which is introduced. Any per
son would have been laughed out of Con
gress who suggested that because we 
held hearings on a tax bill in the Sev
enty-ninth Congress we should not hold 
any hearings on a tax bill in the Eighty
firs~ Congress. 

Not only that, Mr. President, but I am 
totally unimpressed by the argument 
that because committees of the House 
of Representatives have held hearings 
on the bill, the Senate committee should 
not hold hearings on the bill. If such a 
policy as that is adopted, it will be in 
derogation of the dignity of the Senate 
as a body coequal with the House. 
It will rather ·relegate us to an unequal 
position if we accept hearings held in 
the House, and do not hold hearings of 
our own. Hearings are held in both 
Houses in order that one may check up 
on the other in order that if issues are 
not r(')Jsed before one body, they may be 
raised when the measure comes before 
the other body. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 
Mr. LONG. Certainly, since this bill 

attempts to deal with unfair discrimina
tions, would it not seem that the least 
the committee considering the bill could 
do would be to investigate to discover 
whether any improvements have been 
made in the situation since the last hear
ings were held. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes. That is the rea
son why committees hold hearings. 
Farm bills dealing with various matters 
have been introduced from Congress to 
Congress, and each time the committees, 
in discharging their responsibilities as 
servants of the House or of the Senate, 
have held hearings in an effort to see 
what new developments have occurred 
since the last hearings were held. Wit
nesses who may have had experience in 
agricultural development have been 
called before the committee to testify. 
I cannot think of any one thing which 
would be more destructive of our entire 
parliamentary system than the adop- . 
tion of a theory that because hearings 
were held before a Senate committee 
years ago, or because hearings were held 
before a House committee, there was no 
responsibility upon us to conduct hear
ings now when a bill is before a commit
tee. If such an idea shall prevail in this 
country the rights and liberties of no 
man will be safe from congressional ac
tion. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, will the Sen
ator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 
Mr. HILL. Is it not true that the 

motion in the committee to hold hear
ings was defeated by a tie vote? In other 
words, is it not true that half the Sena
tors, ·members of the committee, acting 
as agents and servants of the Senate, 
who were present and voting, felt just 
as the Senator from Georgia feels, that 
there should be hearings? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I am delighted to hear 
from the distinguished Senator from 
Alabama that half the members of the 
committee were willing to assume the re
sponsibility placed upon them by law 
and tradition; that they did not propose 
to treat their duties lightly and say, 
"Hearings were held back in 1944; there
fore we will try to dig up some of those 
old hearings and read them." Or that 
"Hearings were held in the House; we 
will get the House committee hearings 
and follow in their footsteps, and subor
dinate the Senate to the House of Repre
sentatives." The Senator from Alabama 
cheers me with the news that five mem
bers of the committee were willing to 
assume · the responsibilities which are 
theirs as members of a standing com
mittee of the Senate. 

Mr. HILL and Mr. HUMPHREY ad
dressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Georgia yield; and if so, to 
whom? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield first ·to the 
Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. HILL. It is not true that one of 
those five members was the distinguished 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. DONNELL], 
who was the chairman of the subcommit
tee of the full committee which in the 
Eightieth Congress held hearings on the 
bill which was pending at that time to 
establish aR FEPC? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes. 
I know of no more conscientious Sen

ator than the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
DoNNELLJ. That Senator has a very fine 
grasp of the duties and responsibilities 
which devolve upon the Members of this 

body. I cannot say that I am surprised 
that even though he held prolonged and 
protracted hearings upon a similar bill 
in the Eightieth Congress, yet he was 
willing to discharge in full his duties in 
the Eighty-first Congress by conducting 
hearings in accordance with law and 
custom. 

Mr. HILL. Is it not in fact true that 
one of the main reasons why the Senator 
from Missouri was unwilling to vote to 
report the bill favorably to the Senate 
was the fact that the committee would 
not meet its full responsibility by having 
hearings on the bill before acting upon 

. it? 
Mr. RUSSELL. I heard the Senator 

from Missouri make that statement, 
which is greatly to his credit, on the floor 
of the Senate on Friday evening, when 
the pending motion was first made. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 
• Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Does the distin
guished Senator from Georgia think that 
possibly the members of the committee, 
who were unwilling to have hearings and 
were unwilling to bring the bill before the 
Senate on the basis of pro and con testi
mony and on the basis of a report pro 
and con setting forth what is in the bill 
and why it is necessary and what it would 
do, assumed that the Senate would not 
pass the bill anyway and that they could 
make a demonstration as well without 
hearings as with hearings? 

Mr. RUSSELL. It is not my intention 
to discuss the motives of any Member 
of the Senate, but the conclusion stated 
by the Senator from Virginia might be 
drawn by a Senator, if he so desired. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Sena tor yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. ·1 yield. 
Mr. HOLLAND. I ask the Senator 

whether it is true that in the closing days 
of the first session of this Congress, in 
October of last year, the majority leader, 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LucAsJ. 
put the Members of the Senate on official 
notice and gave public notice of the fact 
that the debate on this bill would come 
very early in this session, in that the bill 
would be the second bill to be taken up 
after the Senate reconvened following 
the first of the present calendar year, 
sometime late in January, as predicted 
by the majority leader at that time, but 
that notwithstanding that fact, no report 
was even filed here in the Senate by the 
committee until May 5-last Friday--

Mr. RUSSELL. No; that happened to 
be the calendar day on which the report 
was filed; but the report was not printed 
and available to any Member of the Sen
ate except the signers of the report until 
this very calendar day, today. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Of course, that is 
correct; but none was filed, even to go to 
the Printing Office, until Friday of last 
week, notwithstanding the announce
ments I have mentioned; is not that 
correct? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I think it is absolutely 
correct. Although I am not sure of my 
facts as to this matter, I think I am cor
rect in saying that the vote in the com
mittee to wash its hands of this bill, to 



6616 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. . MAY 8 
get rid of this hot political issue, which 
was scorching some of the members of 
the committee, was taken long before 
October 17, the date when it appears the 
bill was reported, and undoubtedly the 
bill was held by the clerks of the com
mittee long enough to enable all mem
~ers of the committee to have ample time 
to file a report in the last Congress; but 
none was filed and available until this 
morning. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 
Mr. FULBRIGHT. The subject of 

hearings reminds me of the margarine 
bill. Does the Senator know that for 50 
years the hearings on that bill were pre
cisely the same, in regard to the proposal 
to repeal certain taxes on oleomargarine, 
and yet hearings were held on that bill 
every year it was brought up. Is not that 
so? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes. 
Mr. President, this is the first time I 

have ever heard it contended before 
either body of the Congress that because 
a bill was brought up in one Congress 
and not passed that in a subsequent Con
gress, there was no necessity for hearings 
to be held on the bill in that Congress. 

Mr. KE.FAUVER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 
Mr. KEFAUVER. I notice in the hear

ings of 2 or 3 years ago, which we now 
have before us, some articles and edito
rials from magazines; and I notice that 
some of them are dated as far back as 
1943. For instance, on page 127 of those 
hearings there appear excerpts from an 
article from the January 1943 issue of 
the American Magazine. 

Does not the Senator from Georgia 
think that if we are to have the present
day views regarding this matter, we 
should be able to find something in mag
azines-and should have the benefit of 
having it printed in the hearings-which 
have been issued since 1943? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I can 
well understand why the proponents of 
the bill might desire to rely upon ancient 
documents in its support. 

This bill bears the label of "falr" -
"fair employment practice" bill. 

The American people want to be fair 
in all things, of course. If any one of us 
were to go to any man and ask him, 
"Do not you believe in fair employment 
practices?" any man-North, South, 
East, or West-of whom that question 
were asked would say, "Of course." 

So when the bill was brought forward, 
with its attractive label, aided and 
abetted, as it was, by the tremendous 
propaganda drive among minority 
groups all over the Nation, many persons 
unwittingly fell for the idea that that 
was all that was involved, namely, that 
it was a simple proposition declaring in 
favor of fair employment practices. So 
the ·bm had considerable support when 
it started. 

However, I am quite confident that 
the public sentiment throughout the 
country, in support of this bill has di
minished from day to day as the terms of 
the bill have been made clear to the peo
ple of this land. So I can understand . 

why those who advocate the passage of 
the bill might wish to rely upon a 1943 
document, rather than to bring such evi
dence up to date. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield for a question. 
Mr. ELLENDER. I was a member of 

the Committee on Labor and Public Wel
fare when the hearings which are now 
before us were held. One of the main 
things discussed at that time was the 
way in which the New York law and the 
New Jersey law had been serving the peo
ple of those States. 

As I recall, as a result of the New York 
law, for each 37,000 persons employed, 
only one act of discrimination was 
shown; and during the first 23 months 
of the operation of the law, although 
there were 5,000,000 persons employed, 
only 6,887 cases were filed, as I remem
ber. 

Does it not seem to the Senator from 
Georgia that the Senate should be ad
vised further as to how that law has been 
at work since the last hearings were held? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I think that would 
be a very interesting sidelight on this is
sue. It would be most appropriate, ac
cording to my own view, in the considera
tion of a bill along the lines of the one 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 
However from my viewpoint, it matters 
not what takes place under a State law, 
because there is a great difference be
tween the Federal power to deal with dis
crimination and the State power to deal 
with it. Certainly, however, that would 
have been most informative evidence, and 
should have been brought down to date. 

Mr. President, I say that the issue pre
sented by the pending motion involves 
the integrity of our parliamentary proce
dure. If we are to set a precedent of tak
ing up bills of far reaching consequences 
and doubtful constitutionality without 
hearings and without recommendations 
of a committee of this body to gUide us 
in our deliberations, without any oppor
tunity for a Senator to present amend
ments to the committee, we will plunge -
the Senate into confusion and will change 
the whole character of our processes. 

There is more involved here in the 
motion to take up the FEPC bill than the 
issue of FEPC legislation. As momen
tous as this revolutionary bill is admitted 
to be, its immediate consideration can
not be more important than our obliga
tion to maintain the integrity of the in
stitutions of the Senate. The Senate 
should not sacrifice the dignity and use
fulness of this body upon the altar of 
political expediency. If we yield in this 
instance to the clamor of vocal and well
organized minorities who threaten re
prisals at the ballot box, we will be dis
armed hereafter when other pressure 
groups bring forward other radical pro
posals that are un-American in their 
nature, and demand short cuts to their 
passage. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, will the 
Sena tor yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 
Mr. HILL. Is it not true that under 

the rules of the Senate, before a bill 
may be consider-ed by the Senate, it must 
go to a committee of the Senate? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Of course, that is so. 
Mr. HILL. Is it not so for the reason 

that the committee may hold hear
ings on the bill, may explore the evi
dence, may go into the entire question 
of the bill fully, and also that the Sen
ate may have the benefit of the com
mittee's judgment on the bill by way of 
a report? 

Mr. RUSSELL. It is elementary to 
any student of our parliamentary proc
ess that the committee is the keystone 
of the entire legislative structure. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HEN
DRICKSON in the chair) . Does the Sena
tor from Georgia yield ·to the Senator 
from Virginia? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 
Mr. ROBERTSON. The distinguished 

Senator from Georgia has outlined in 
a most persuasive and cogent way the 
legislative procedure of this body. Will 
the Senator tell us who was the author 
of our Senate Manual? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I should think that 
the Senator from Virginia would be the 
last man on earth to need any instruc
tions as to the authorship of the Sen
ate Manual, because we all know and 
are proud of the fact that we are guided 
in our deliberations by the rules which · 
were enunciated by Thomas Jefferson, 
to whom I understand the Senator from 
Virginia is related. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Does the distin
guished Senator fro~ Georgia recall 
King Solomon's proverb, "Remove not 
the ancient landmark which thy fathers 
have set?" 

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes; and I should like 
for people to .. be impressed with that 
passage. However, in some quarters 
both the Bible and the Constitution of 
the United States are considered out ot 
date, I may say to my friend from Vir
ginia. There are things that some peo
ple regard as being progressive and lib
eral, which run into absolute confiict 
not only with the Constitution but with 
Holy Writ, as quoted by the Senator 
from Virginia. In this new day of ex
cess liberalism, we slur over the Con
stitution and the Bible. 
. Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I am glad to yield to 
the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Could it possibly 
be that there are some people who do 
not want to apply the precepts of the 
Bible and the Constitution? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I refuse to become in
volved in a religious discussion with my 
friend from Minnesota, because if he 
were as specious in his reasoning on the 
Bible as he is in his conception of the 
function of a committee of the Senate 
of the United States, we would speak 
for a very long time and never make any 
progress. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Possibly the eena
tor from Minnesota should say that he 
thinks possible the Bible's authors and 
the Constitution's authors to be even 
more worthy than parlimentary tactics 
or the committee system of the Senate. 

Mr. RUSSELL. If the Senator, of 
course, desires to draw that distinction or 
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comparison, he may do so. But I know 
there are those who desire change, who 
are always restive against resort to the 
usual procedures. I think that is the case 
with the Senator from Minnesota in re
gard to the instant bill. 

Mr. President, in my opinion there are 
some things which are more important 
than a few votes. It would be well to 
remember that the constitutional rights 
of the very minorities whose clamor 
threatens to panic the Senate into tak
ing this extraordinary step and into dis
regarding its normal procedure and the 

· rights of all American citizens could be 
circumscribed and stricken down with
out a hearing before a committee, with
out a recommendation of a committee, if 
the processes that are urged here in this 
bill be adopted as the policy of the 
Senate. 

I think I have some understanding of 
the pressures that have been brought to 
b~ar to force this unusual action. I know 
that pledges have been made in high 
places that this bill in some form or other 
would be rammed through at this session 
of Congress. The consideration for the 
promise-in the form of votes-has been 
delivered by the recipients of the pledge. 
The delay of performance in trying to 
force passage of the bill has stirred up 
the political lions of the minority groups. 
I have read the articles in the newspa
pers-I have one before me, on my desk
stating that sixty national organizations 
sponsoring this bill, headed by the 
NAACP, are planning ways to put the . 
political heat on Senators to force action. 

I have seen the angry telegrams and 
statements to which the majority leader 
ref erred on Friday, last, charging breach 
of faith because the bill was not taken up 
earlier. 

I have been a candidate for public of
fice many times. I can easily imagine 
the anguish of soul of those who are up 
for reelection this year in the bloc-vot
ing States, if they are unable to deliver 
this bill. I would undertake, however, 
to comfort my colleagues, Mr. President, 
with the assertion that the vast majority 
of any constituency in this land would 
not favor the Senate's taking any action 
which would destroy or impair its power 
to function in an orderly way. They 
would not favor any action which would 
take away from the Senate its proud 
title of the greatest deliberative body 
on earth. Such ill-considered pressure 
tactics may appear to be good vote bait, 
as related to the votes of the minority 
groups, but the great masses of the Amer
ican people are proud of the character
istics which distinguish the Senate of the 
United States from every other parlia
mentary body on this earth. 

Mr. President, I well remember an
other occasion in this chamber when, in 
time of hysteria, the demand was made 
of the Senate that it pass a bill of some
what similar import, without committee 
hearings or affirmative recommendation. 
That bill had behind it the insistence of 
the high office of the President of the 
United States. There were back of it 
the clamor and demand of those who 
were panic stricken by the thought of the 
economic convulsions that would ensue 
if the great strike them impending came 

to pass. Another body had yielded to 
the demand and had passed a bill with
out any committee action or considera
tion or any opportunity for hearings. 
Sentiment may be out of place today, but 
I was proud of the Senate of the United 
States for resisting that clamor and in
sisting that the bill follow the ordinary 
legislative processes which would afford 
a hearing to any citizen who might de
sire to protest against that proposed 
legislation. We would do well to con
sider the precedents of the past when 
we come to voting upon the motion of 
the Senator from Illinois. · 

Mr. LONG. Mr President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield to the Sena
tor from Louisiana. 

Mr. LONG. If the Senator had ex
pected to mention it later I would not 
want to interrupt him, but I should like 
to have him specify what bill he had in 
mind. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I was talking about 
the measure which was introduced in the 
Congress to prevent an impending and 
imminent strike on all the railroads of 
the Nation. I do not even remember 
what year it was, but I remember the 
occasion very well indeed. 

Mr. LONG. Was not that a bill which 
in effect would deny to working people 
their freedom to work or not to work as 
they saw flt, by action of the Federal 
Government? 

Mr. RUSSELL. It was so construed 
by a great many people, and of course 
I shall touch upon the fact later on that, 
if we have the power to pass the bill 
which is the subject of this debate, we 
undoubtedly have the power to pass bills 
affecting the right of the citizen and 
saying for whom he shall work. 

Mr. President, anyone who has stud
ied this bill in detail, who has gone 
into all its far-flung ramifications and 
implications, can understand why it is 
necessary to resort to extraordinary tac
tics in the effort to jam the bill through 
the Senate. The fact that it is before 
us in this fashion is a classic example of 
the power which may be exerted in this 
body by minority pressure groups. The 
bill itself, and in the philosophy of its 
application and operation-is shot 
through and through with hypocrisy. It 
will not and cannot stand the light of 
careful examination. It may serve as 
a trap to catch votes, but a thorough 
examination and analysis will reveal a 
legislative monstrosity which, if enacted, 
will change the whole philosophy of our 
Government and will materially alter 
what we have come to call the American 
way of life. Brought forward in the 
false guise of securing civil rights, this 
bill would destroy natural rights guar
anteed every citizen by the Constitution. 
rt would take away inalienable civil 
rights from all our people, which we 
cherish as the heritage of free men. It 
would strike down the remaining rights 
which have not already been pilfered 
from the several States of the Union. 

I shall not at this time go into any 
details as to my views of the consti
tutionality of the bill. I may do so at 
a later date. I know that some of my 
colleagues, who are able lawyers, have 

made a careful study in this field, and 
they will clearly demonstrate that the 
enactment of this bill would be, in effect, 
an effort by statute to repeal and to an
nul express provisions of the Federal 
Constitution. 
· It is well to remember, Mr. President, 

that the Constitution is a compact be
tween the States, and it limits the pow
ers of the Federal Government to those 
expressly conferred by that document. 
Without going into the details of con
stitutionality, I assert that there is not 
one line or one syllable in the Federal 
compact to justify the contention that 
the Federal Government has the power 
to compel one citizen of the United States 
to employ another citizen of the United 
States, if it be against his wishes. In 
this bill, Mr. President, it is sought to 
create the right on the part of one citi
zen to demand a job of another citizen. 
Indeed, by its express terms the bill 
would bestow such a right upon persons 
who are not citizens, to bestow it upon 
aliens, even upon persons who may be 
in this country illegally and against its 
laws. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield to the Senator 
from Virginia. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Can the distin
guished Senator from Georgia see any 
just distinction between an act of Con
gress which would tell a man he had to 
work and an act of Congress which 
would tell him for whom he must work? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I shall deal with that 
subject in a few minutes, if the Senator 
from Virginia will forgive me. 

I again · assert, Mr. President, that 
there is no scintilla of power in the Con
stitution to permit the Congress to place 
the responsibility upon one American to 
provide a means of support for any per
son, as defined in the bill, by giving him 
a job, if the employer does not wish to 
employ him. Any such concept as that 
is completely totalitarian in nature and 
is repugnant to all for which this Re
public stands. 

·There is a great hue and cry that we 
establish new civil rights for private jobs 
for those who happen to be members of a 
minority group. In this hue and cry let 
us not lose sight of the fact that every 
American citizen, whether a member of 
a majority or of a minority, possesses a 
fundamental civil right which disting
uishes our system of government from 
that prevailing in socialistic and com
munistic states. I refer to the blessed 
right to acquire and to enjoy property. 

I was interested, in looking in one of 
the oldest standard law dictionaries, in 
studying the definition of "civil rights" to 
see if there could possibly be anything 
in the contention that Congress can 
create this situation for the benefit of a 
minority group. I found that the first 
definition given was: 

The right to acquire and enjoy property. 

The fight of property ownership is the 
hallmark of the American system. 
Where is right to own property, if the 
Federal Government assumes the power 
to tell one of its citizens who is fortunate 
enough to own some property that he, 
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must against his wishes, employ another 
citizen to work upon, or to operate, or to 
manage the property which it is his right 
to possess? The assertion of any such 
power would, of course, strike down the 
right of ownership of property. It would· 
destroy that great civil right which dis
tinguishes and sets us apart from a soc
ialistic or communistic state. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, 
will the Senator further yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 
Mr. ROBERTSON. Does the Senator 

from Georgia intend, as he develops this 
very pertinent phase of the subject, to 
link up one of Jefferson's "unalienable 
rights," the pursuit of happiness, with 
the right he has just described? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I had not proposed to 
deal with the question in detail, today. 
I hope my distinguished colleague from 
Virginia will pursue that thought when 
he delivers his remarks on the subject, 
for, knowing, as I do, how he feels about 
it, I am sure he will wish to make a 
speech before the question shall be voted 
upon. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I hope to have· 
that privilege. I should like to ask the 
Senator this question: Does a person 
have the full privilege of the pursuit of 
happiness if he is denied the possession 
of property? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Of course not. That 
is the very point I was tryip.g to make. 
That is an elemental and essential civil 
right, and it is specifically embodied in 
the Constitution. It is inherent, it is 
inalienable, and it is in the Constitution. 
It is now proposed to strike it down by a 
simple statute. 

Mr. President, if any such statute as 
is here proposed is ever enacted by the 
Congress and sustained by the courts, 
our much vaunted Constitution instead . 
of being a citadel of our liberties, will 
become a dead letter, a legal fiction. 

I wish to advert now to the specious 
argument, which has been repeatedly 
made, that the bill does not compel any 
employ3r to hire anyone or to promote 
anyone. I submit, Mr. President, that 
if any further proof of the hypocrisy of 
the proposed legisletion is needed, that 
argu_ment is convincing evidence. The 
bill, by its express terms, declares that 
it is unlawful for an employer to refuse 
to hire or to refuse to promote, or to 
discharge, any individual because of the 
alleged discriminatory reasons set forth 
in the bill. If the employer persists in 
his refusal, he may wind up in jail. I 
have in my time heard a great deal of 
legalistic hair-splitting, but no one can 
split this hair fine enough to distinguish 
between the compulsion of jailing a man 
for refusing to hire and of a man being 
compelled to hire under penalty of a jail 
sentence. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, will the Sen
ator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 
Mr. HILL. Is it not true that he would 

go to jail without any right to trial by 
his peers? 

Mr. RUSSELL. That is correct. The 
bill would strike down the whole Anglo
American system of justice which comes 
down to us stained by the blood of pa
triots who have fought -and died for our 

liberties over a period of hundreds of 
years. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield to the Senator . 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Is there not a provi
sion which states how he shall be tried? . 

Mr. RUSSELL. It is a catch-all pro
vision. It would strike down all our ju
dicial system, from long before the 
Magna Carta and down tO the present 
time, all that went into the development · 
of the administrdtion of justice and 
government, which protects the individ
ual rights and liberties of the people. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 
Mr. KERR. If the bill did not have 

for its purpose the objective of compel-
. ling the employment or promotion of 
someone, would there be justification 
either for its consideration or demand 
for its enactment? 

Mr. RUSSELL. The question of the 
Senator from Oklahoma embraces the 
whole subject in a nutshell and answers 
itself. If the bill did not have compul
sion in it, it would not be before us. If 
it did not provide compulsion to require 
employment it would not have the sup
port of the groups who are demanding 
its passage. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield further? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 
Mr. KERR. Would the Senator say 

that it would either bring compulsion· 
or would prove to be the greatest legis
lative disappointment of the Eighty-first 
Congress? 

Mr. RUSSELL. It certainly would be 
to those who are interested in its pas
sage. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 
Mr. MAYBANK. I understood the 

Senator to say that one accused of vio
lating the act could be tried wherever 
the Commission wanted him to be tried~ 

Mr. RUSSELL. That is correct. 
Mr. MAYBANK. A man could be 

taken from Texas to Michigan, for ex
ample, or from California to Maine. 
There is no provision requiring him to 
be tried in his home district. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes. . 
Mr. HILL. And he must be served 

notice of the charge within 10 days. 
Mr. RUSSELL. I did not know the 

bill provided any period of time. I am' 
glad there is a limitation provided on 
the power of the Commission. I did not 
know that there was any such limita
tion. If there is a provision which limits 
the power of the Commission and re
quires that it give 10 days' notice, I am 
glad to hear of it. I am glad to hear that 
there is at least that much sanity in the 
bill, if 10 days can be regarded as san
ity. If a man ref uses to hire or pro
mote, and persists in his refusal, he goes 
to jail. If he discharges an employee 
contrary to the edicts of this Federal 
agency he goes to jail. I should like to 
see some of the Senators who say there 
is no compulsion in the bill, explain to 
the man in jail how he got tnere. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I am glad to. yield to 
the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Under the bill it 
would be an offense to refuse to promote 
anyone? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes. 
Mr. CONNALLY. Who is going to say 

who ought to be promoted and who 
ought not to be promoted? 

Mr. RUSSELL. The Fair Employ
ment Practice Commission. 

Mr. CONNALLY. They have the au
thority to say that? 

Mr. RUSSELL. They have the au
thority to punish an employer for his 
refusal to promote if they find his ref us al 
is based on any of the discriminatory 
reasons outlined in the bill. No amount 
of political ey~wash or tedious legalism 
can obliterate the hard fact that there 
is compulsion in the bill. As the Sen
ator from Oklahoma said, the bill would 
not be here but for the compulsions 
which · are embraced within it. 

Mr. President, if the Congress has the 
.power to jail an employer for refusing to 
hire or promote a person who a Fed
eral agency holds has been discriminated 
~ga~nst, no one can blink away the fact 
that Congress likewise has the power to 
punish another citizen for refusing to 
work for an employer selected for him 
by a Federal agency, under such terms 
and for such wages as the agency pre
scribes for him. . If the Congress has the 

· power to tell one American citizen whom 
he shall employ, it has the power to tell 
another citizen for whom he shall work. 
It would be an absurdity to state that 
the Congress had the power to jail one 
citizen for refusing to employ, but did 
not have power to punish another citizen 
for refusing to accept an employer. 

It would be well for the leaders of the 
minority groups to ponder this fact well 
as they go around the country with their 
campaign to whip up self-pity among 
their groups in trying to fan it into a 
spirit of vengeance over a discrimination 
which is imaginary in most instances. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President 
will the Senator yield? ' 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 
Mr. ROBERTSON. Before the Sena

tor leaves that comparison or analogy 
between the power to tell an employer 
whom he shall employ and the power to 
tell a man where he should work, is it 
not correct to say that some American 
citizens who do not view with alarm 
what some of us regard as creeping so
cialism in this country, think that the 
citizens of Great Britain, who have na
tionalized a number of their industries, 
have not lost any of their political lib
erties? Is it not a fact that Great 
Britain, not being tied down as we are 
by a Constitution protecting private en
terprise, has a law today by which a 
citizen may be told where he must work? 
The law has not been enforced, but it is 
on the books. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I understood that 
there was. some such measure in effect 
ln England but I am not familiar with 
the details. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I assure the Sen
ator that there is such a law. They have 
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that law. In order to socialize industry 
in Great Britain it was necessary to pass 
such a law. 

Mr. RUSSELL. There is no question 
that it would be necessary under a sys
tem of state ownership and operation. 

Mr. THYE. Will the Senator yield? 
Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 
Mr. THYE. I think the control which 

the British Government has over its em
ployees is not on the basis of fair ei;ti
ployment practices. It refers to permit
ting a person to leave a job and seek 
other type of employment. It is a re
striction which applies with regard to 
staying on a certain job. It .is no~ based 
on fair employment practices m any 
sense. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Of course not. There 
is no fair employment in this bill for an 
employer. There would not be for an 
employee, either, if we passed a law 
which required him to work for whom
ever the Federal agency said Jie had to 
work for. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I did not say that 
Great Britain had a fair employment 
practice act. So far as I know, they 
would not adopt such a law. What I 
wanted to point out was that they had 
already, under the socialistic pr?gr~n:i· 
impinged upon the liberty of their c1ti
zans to work where they please. 

Mr. RUSSELL. If we follow the road 
of nationalization in this country, it will 
be as inevitable as the sun follows the 
night that a law of that nature will be 
necessary to carry on as industrial plants 
are nationalized. It is not possible to 
apply a distortion of the Constitu~ion 
of the United States to one group with .. 
out being able to apply some other dis
tortion to another group. If the Con
stitution is violated to provide an ad
vantage for one individual, it may like
wise be violated to work an injury to th~ 
same individual. The pendulum of opin
ion among people of a state swings to 
and fro with the years. The Constitu-

. tion, and more particularly the Bill of 
Rights, was largely written to protect 
a t emporary minority from the excesses 
of a temporary majority. It may well 
be that other .years will see another bill 
adopted which would provide vicious 
sanctions against American citizens for 
refusing to work for an employer selected 
for him by an agency of the State. If 
that day should come, Mr. President, I 
doubt not that sanctimonious dema
gogs will stand on the floor of the Sen
ate and say that the bill does not com
pel any person to work for anyone at all. 
They will stand on the floor of the Sen
ate and say that it does not compel any
one, but will merely punish a person if 
he refuses to work for the employer who 
is selected for him by a Federal agency. 

We may be assu.red that in any bill 
which is considered there will be set 
forth reasons, in its pious declarations 
and findings of fact, that will be equally 
as cogent for the passing of the bill as 
any discrimination against 'an individual 
on e,ccount of race, color. or religion. 

Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LEH

MAN in the chair> . Does the Senator 
from Georgia yield to the Senator from 
Mississippi? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 

Mr. STENNIS. Did not the Senator 
say a while ago that under the terms 
of the bill a person could in effect · be 
criminally prosecuted and tried and con
victed without a jury? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I challenge anyone, 
I care not how he feels about the bill, to 
show how an individual can ever .get 
before a jury, if he gets into the toils 
of this Federal Commission proposed to 
be set up. 

Mr. STENNIS. And he could be prose
cuted in some State remote from the 
place where the alleged offense was com
mitted, could he not? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I challenge the Sen
ator or anyone else to point out a pro
vision in the bill under which a person 
could be tried iri the vicinage where the 
offense was alleged to have been com
mitted. He will be tried where the 
agency chooses. And that is not all, 
but he can be taken hither and yon 
across the United States, together with 
his books and papers. 

Mr. STENNIS. Would the Senator 
like to have the RECORD show the word
ing and the spirit of the sixth amend
ment, on this very subject matter, which 
provides: 

In all criminal prosecutions, the accused 
shall enjoy the right to a speedy and public 
trial, by an impartial jury of the St ate and 
district wherein the crime shall have been 
committed, which district shall have been 
previously ascertained by law. 

In other words, I point out that those 
who framed the Constitution wrote into 
the organic law of the land a provision 
localizing hearings and trials, even down 
to the district in a State beyond which 
proceedings could not be had. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Or course, Mr. Presi
dent, this bill was carefully drawn in an 
effort to evade the very constitutional 
provision to which the Senator refers. 

As I have stated before, in the very 
powerful and unanswerable argument 
made in the minority views filed by the 
distinguished Senator from Alabama, he 
pointed out some 9 or 10 specific pro
visions of the Constitution which this bill 
would invade and violate. It is a trav
esty on our constitutional system even 
to consider it. 

Mr. STEI\TNIS. It would be a viola
tion not only of the lett er, but of the 
spirit of the sixth amendment, would it 
not? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Completely. It would 
undertake to repeal it by a simple stat
ute, not in the method prescribed in the 
Constitution. I thank the Senator for 
his contribution. He will find the other 
mandates of the Constitution with which 
the provis.ions of the bill come in conflict. 

Mr. President, I repeat, the advocates 
of the unrestrained power of a Federal 
agency will do well to consider the possi
bilities of legislation which would require 
an employee to work for an employer 
selected by a State agency if the bill were 
enacted. 

The Federal Constitution does give 
assurances to our citizens. These assur
ances extend to every citizen. Whether 
of a majority or minority, however he 

· may label himself, they assure him the 
right to create a job or establish a busi
ness of his own. That is a constitutional 

protection of all citizens, whether belong
ing to so-called minorities or majorities. 

This bill, of course, has been advertised 
as being a great blessing to the members 
of the Negro race. In the exercise of 
their constitutional rights many Negroes 
in the South have now accumulated more 
than a million dollars. Many of our 
good Negro citizens have built banks and 
insurance companies which afford em
ployment to hundreds of their race. 
What would be the effect of legislation 
of this kind upon those businesses? It 
is a part of the boast of the American 
people that every citizen is protected in 
the opportunity to pursue happiness and 
acquire property, while we are here con
sidering a bill saying that one American 
citizen must give an alien a job. Yet·we 
have so many proud stories of the im
migrant boy who came to the United 
States, and, through his own efforts, built 
up an establishment and afforded em
ployment to hundreds. It is proposed to 
strike down the Constitution which pro
tected him in that right by the perversion 
of the Constitution sought by this bill. 

Mr. President, that opportunity is still 
open to every citizen in the United States. 
The enactment of a bill like this would 
destroy the incentive which has driven 
the American people to develop new busi
nesses and create new job opportunities. 
What sane man would hazard his money 
in the construction of a new plant and 
give jobs if a Federal bureau was to have 
the power to say who was to operate the 
plant for him? 

Mr. President, we are now engaged in 
a so-called cold war, and that is as 
good a label as any that might be given 
to it. No man knows when it may turn 
into a shooting war, but unless it does 
the cold war between our representative 
democracy and the ideologies of com
munism will continue for many years. 
The free world looks to America for sup
port, economic support, and for arms 
·with which to defend the freedom that 
remains. The men who sit in the Krem
lin have not been deterred from aggres- . 
sion by fear of our armed might or that 
of our allies. Russia now has the atomic 
bomb, and with their callous disregard of 
human life, the fact that we possess the 
atomic bomb would not deter them from 
an atomic war. 

There is one powerful weapon in the 
arsenal of democracy of which they 
stand in awe. This weapon is the in
dustrial system created under the Amer
ican system of free enterprise which en.: 
ables us to outproduce the whole world. 
Free enterprise and free labor give us 
the power to produce which the Russians 
fear and which heartens our friends. 

· This bill is a direct assault upon free 
enterprise. Our industrial plant will not 
expand and cannot long remain free 
if a Federal bureaucracy takes away 
from private enterprise the right of se~ 
lection of employees and the right to 
control policies of promotion within the 
organization. This bill will inevitably 
bring about the . nationalization of in
dustry. The destruction of the system 
under which we have grown great and 
strong and which has given us the high
est standard of living for all of our peo
ple that the world has ever known would 
be as great a calamity as the loss of a 
ma.1or war. 

• 
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We will not, Mr. President, strengthen 

ourselves so as to enable us to contribute 
to the support of France and England, 
and our other allies, by ·adopting a sys
tem of state socialism. They have that 
system, and their production limps . . 

We will not .defeat Russia in either 
the cold war or a shooting war by copy
ing any part of the Russian system. I 
would be the last to say that every per
son supporting this bill is a Socialist or 
Communist. Many good Americans 
have been deceived. Many Members of 
Congress who abhor communism and 
dislike socialism have been so unwary 
as to be caught by the fair label of this 
bill without considering all of its im
plications. I do, however, unhesitat
ingly assert that every Socialist and 
every Communist in the United States, 
every person who believes in Government 
ownership and operation of our indus
tries, are ardently supporting this meas

. sure and all its sanctions. The Daily 
·Worker claims credit for originating the 
idea and places this bill as No. 1 on the 
agenda of the Communist Party. These 
people know well that the enactment of 
the bill will reduce the effectiveness of 
the American industrial plant, and is the 
longest step forward toward the commu
nistic state we could possibly take. 

It follows the Russian idea in that it 
creates for the first time in America an 
army of thought police. The bill would 
create a new crime under our system 
which is labeled discrimination. It does 
not require the commission of an overt 
act before subjecting a defendant to 
punishment. As a practical matter it 
undertakes to punish and jail free Amer
ican citizen for a mental attitude. No 
one but a thought policeman clothed 
with the power of this FEPC organiza
tion could possibly determine what is in 
the mind of a man who employed A in 
preference to B where both are appli
cants for the job. No wonder the bill 
is carefully drawn to avoid a trial by 
jury. Under our system of justice it is 
impossible to get a jury anywhere to con
vict and punish any person for what he 
thinks or for a mental attitude. We 
therefore are confronted with this de
mand that a Federal agency be created 
to prosecute, persecute, and jail Ameri
can citizens for a state of mind of which 
the agency does not approve. And all 
this without a trial by jury. 

This police state bill not only denies 
and circumscribes the right of property, 
it seeks to deny to an American citizen 
the right to choose his own associates. 
More than that, it gives to some petty 
Federal bureaucrat the power to probe 
the minds of men to determine what 
motivate·d them to promote one em
ployee instead of another to positions of 
trust and responsibility. 

The enactment of the bill would mark 
the beginning of the end of the Anglo
American system of justice. It would 
deny the precious rights which we have 
long enjoyed which were won through 
the sacrifices of thousands of men over 
hundreds of years in our long quest for 
freedom and individual liberty. It would 
cause us to surrender the fundamental 
rights won upon the signing of Magna 

Carta: Adoption of the system of ad
ministration proposed by that bill would 
mark the return to the star chamber and 
Lord Jeffries. 

Under this monstrous proposition, if 
some petty Federal bureaucrat suspects 
a citizen of being motivated by preju
dice in employment or in promotions, he 
summons the citizen before him. The 
complaining bureaucrat sits as judge and 
jury and acts as prosecuting attorney. 
The defendant is denied the sacred and 
blood-won right of appearing before a 
jury of his peers. He has no assurance 
under this bill that he will be tried in 
the vicinage of the alleged discrimina
tion. The bureaucrat may drag him and 
all the books and records essential to the 
operation of his business to any place 
within the United States. If there is any 
shred of evidence, even from a com
plaining witness, of this nebulous charge 
of discrimination in employment, in pro
motion, or condition of employment, he 
may be found guilty and sent to jail. 
The bill professes the right of judicial 
review, but the restrictions upon it are 
so carefully drawn that the right of ju
dicial review is to all intents and pur
poses denied. Nowhere along the line 
does he have a chance to appear before 
a jury. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. LEH
MAN in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Georgia yield to the Senator from 
South Carolina? 

_Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 
Mr. MAYBANK. Even though an em

ployer had the right of judicial review of 
his case, would not his business in the 
meantime practically have come to a 
halt, after he had been dragged all 
around the country, wherever the Com
mission wished to drag him? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Of course, in many 
cases it would result in the destruction of 
the employer's business. 

Mr. President, the persecutions of this 
thought police will not only harass many 
men until they are driven from business, 
but it will create a state of mind on the 
part of management which will result iii 

. a pref erred status for minority groups 
in all matte.rs of employment and pro
motion. The bill, if enacted, is sure to 
discriminate against the average, garden 
variety American citizen, who cannot 
claim connection with a minority group, 
in the competition for jobs and promo
tions in business and industry. The 
American businessman does not like to 
be involved in litigation. He knows that 
it takes him away from his business for 
days on end. From experience .he has 
found that the lawyers are expensive 
and that court costs mount rapidly. In 
such proceedings as may be had under 
the bill he also stands in. danger of being 
confined in jail as a common criminal. 
There is no specific term of punishment 
or limitation upon it prescribed. If the 
defendant sees fits to continue in his 
refusal to comply, the judge may keep 
him in jail till he rots. 

Under the terms of the bill the em
ployer may be required to pay back pay 
to any person alleged to have been dis-

criminated against .in employment or 
promotion. After one brush with this 

. unfair and Un-American thought police 
organization, every businessman would 
thereafter resolve every doubt in favor of 
the potential prosecutor. · 

Let us suppose for example that two 
girls, one a Negro and one a white girl, 
an ordinary, average, .garden variety 
white girl, not in a position to claim 
credit with any minority group, applied 
in a newspaper 0-ffice for one opening. 
Even if the employer were of the opinion 
that the ordinary garden variety . white 
girl was slightly the more efficient of the 
two he would be afraid to give her the 
job. He would know that the Negro 
girl could go next door to the FEPC 
office and charge discrimination. Why, 
even if the employer were to win the 
case, it would be only after he had lost 
days from his business to answer and to 
go before the FEPC, it would be after he 
had incurred the expense of a lawyer to 
fight the case, and after he had been 
compelled to waste days of his most val
uable employees before this agency testi- · 
f ying as witnesses. 

The plaintiff is afforded a Govern
ment lawyer. He is expressly provided 
in the bill with the power of subpena 
from any place within the United States 
without any expense to him. He has 
nothing to lose. If the defendant ·loses 
his case he would not only have wasted 
valuable days and the expenses of his 
lawyer and the time of his witnesses, 
but he would be compelled to pay the 
Negro girl applicant back pay and em
ploy her. If the def ehdant refused, he 
would go to jail. 

I assert that those who would be faced 
with ~he danger of being subjected to 
prosecution before this Federal kangaroo 
court on a charge of discrimination, 
could not be fair to the average Ameri
can in matters of employment or ·promo
tion. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. 
BREWSTER in the chair) . Does the Sena
tor from Georgia yield to the Senator 
from Louisiana? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 
Mr. LONG. Under those circum

stances, could the employer be sure that 
on the basis of the very facts given he 
would not be persecuted by the white 

·girl for favoring the colored girl? 
Mr. RUSSELL. Well, I do not see how 

on earth the average garderi. variety of 
white American could possibly sustain 
a claim . that he was discriminated 
against on account of race, color, or re
ligion. That is the cross this bill would 
put upon the average American, because 
by the very nature of this proposal a per
son would almost have to be a member 
of one of the so-called minority groups 
before he would have any chance what
ever before the commission to be set up 
under the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. LONG. Or suppose an employer 
· had told one of his subordinates that 
he would like to employ the white girl 
beca-use she was more able- and more 
capable, but that, unfortunately, because 
he had very few colored people working 
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in his plant, he would have to hire the 
colored girl. Suppose there were in that 
case evidence showing that actually he 
had discriminated against the white girl 
by leaning over backwards in favor of 
the colored girl. How about that situa
tion? Would not that amount to dis
crimination against the white girl? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Theoretically that 
would be the case, but I do not think 
there would be any demand whatever of 
that sort on the part of an organization 
of the nature of the one we had under 
the Executive order on FEPC, und~r such 
circumstances. 

Mr. LONG. But certainly if the com
mission wanted to be fair, under such 
circumstances it would have to find that 
the employer had discriminated against 
the white girl by hiring the colored girl. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I do not think that 
finding would be had by such a commis
sion under the terms of this bill. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. 
Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. . 
Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. 

Is it not true that under the previous 
FEPC Commission, 80 percent of the per
sons employed by the Commission were 
colored? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I thought the per
centage was 79. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. 
That shows how fair that Commission 
wanted to be in its work. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes, that is what I 
alluded to in my remark to the Senator 
from Louisiana. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I am glad to yield. 
Mr. MAYBANK. I am glad the Sen

ator referred to the FEPC we had during 
the troublous times of the war, because 
an investigation of a somewhat restricted 
nature was conducted by the Appropria
tions Committee, and it found that what 
the Senator has referred to literally oc
curred, in that the business people were 
persecuted. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Of course, the power 
of that organization was only to harass 
and annoy. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Yes, that is all. 
Mr. RUSSELL. That commission did 

not have one-tenth of the power which 
this bill proposes be ·established. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Yes. However; I am 
sure the Senator is quite familiar with 
the harassment and annoyance which 
were inflicted upon the people of Mary
land. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes. I shall refer to 
that before i conclude my remarks. 

Mr. MAYBANK. I am glad the Sena
tor will do so. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, not 
only in matters of promotions and em
ployment would this bill handicap the 
average American citizen, but also in pe
riods of slack business and necessary 
lay-offs, if it became necessary for an 
employer to lay off 10 or 15 persons, no 
employer would be likely to select for 
dismissal those who could take him into 
this unfair and un-American court and 
subject him to great expense or severe 
punishment. The operations of a Fed-

era! law of this nature would do more to 
foster race and religious consciousness 
in this country and to array race against 
race and to create confusion and preju
dice among our people than a thousand 
hate groups or almost anything else we 
can imagine. Under the false guise of 
fairness it would inevitably work to the 
detriment of the majority of our people 
who cannot identify themselves with a 
minority group; and it would handicap 
them in their efforts to a livelihood and 
get ahead in the world. 

Mr. President, the other day I was 
reading the orders issued by the Depart
ment of the Interior in regard to fair 
employment practices. Those orders em
phasize the point I have just made. I 
do not challenge the right of the Fed
eral Government to establish any kind 
of a fair-employment-practice group 
that it may see fit to establish by means 
of legislation for Federal employment. 
That is the only kind of FEPC Which I 
think could be had under the Constitu
tion. 

However, I now hold in my hand a 
memorandum which was sent to the 
heads of all bureaus and offices in the 
Department of the Interior by the Sec
retary of the Interior. The memoran
dum is on the subject of the application 
of fair-employment-practices policy. I 
shall not read all of it, although I shall 
submit it for the RECORD. However, it 
emphasizes the determination of that 
executive department to see that there 
will be no discrimination whatever on 
account of race, creed, or color; and it 
contains a statement which answers the 
question which has been asked by the 
Senator from Louisiana, I may say. I 
read from the order or memorandum: 

It is recognized that the current form of 
application for employment deliberately does 
not reveal the race, color, or religion of an 
applicant. 

Of course, that is within the power of 
the Federal Government. 

I read further from the memorandum 
of the Secretary of the Interior: 

Nevertheless, the responsible officer fre
quently knows, despite the fact that it is 
not disclosed by the applicant's papers, that 
the applicant is a Negro, or Indian, or other 
nonwhite, or what is, in fact, his religion or 
his national origin. 

I skip some in reading from the mem
orandum, and then read the fallowing: 

Since, among the four grounds mentioned, 
complaints of discrimination have most fre
quently been based upon race and color-

Mr. President, this is the crux of the 
matter, and I ask Senators to note this
I should like each officer (whether the per
sonnel officer or a supervisory official) in the 
several bureaus and offices of the Depart
ment who has authority to make or finally 
recommend selections for either appoint
ment or promotion, to prepare in cases in 
which he passes over either for appointment 
or promotion an individual known to him 
to be Negro, Indian, or other nonwhite, a 
statement of his reason for rejection or non
selection of such individual. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. 
Mr. President, does the Senator mean 

, that those officials were required to give 
a re.ason for their action? 

Mr. RUSSELL. If a Negro is not em
ployed or promoted, or is discharged in a 
time of lay-offs his superiors must give a 
reason. I am showing how this discrim
inates against the average garden variety 
of white person. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of South - Carolina. 
That is almost as strong a preference as 
we give to servicemen today. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I ask Senators to listen 
to the reading of this m~morandum, 
which requires that in the case of all pro
motions and appointments in the In
terior Department, only in the case of a 
Negro who is passed over either for pro
motion or for appointment does the of
ficer in charge have to file a written 
statement as to why he did not hire or 
promote that person. 

I read further from the memorandum 
of the Secretary of the Interior to the 
heads of all bureaus and offices in the 
Department of the Interior: 

Similarly, in reductions in force, such a 
statement should be prepared in each case 
In which a Negro, or Indian, or other non
white employee is selected for separation in
stead of a white employee of lesser st at.us or 
seniority. It is my intention, by this direc
tion, that_ the preparation of this statement 
shall be the personal responsibility of the 
final recommending or selecting official of 
whatever rank, and that he shall not dele
gate this responsibility. 

The memorandum goes on to pre
scribe that-

Two copies of this statement shall be sub
mitted promptly after the personnel action 
has been taken, direct to the fair employ
ment officer of the department, one copy to 
the head of the bureau or office, and one copy 
shall go through supervisory channels to the 
personnel officer of the bureau or office. In 
addition, the bureau or office may provide for 
such other copies. as its own needs require. 
This statement may be brief, but it should be 
comprehensive-

And then the memorandum proceeds 
to state what must be included in the 
statement. 

Mr. President, I contend that this 
business of equality of treat1 .. 1ent is as 
broad as it is long. If the bureau head 
is sutjected to the possibility of being 
discharged unless he prepares all those 
papers to show why he did not hire or 
promote a Negro or why he discharged 
a Negro, does not that serve as an undue 
handicap and does it not operate to the 
disadvantage of the average, garden 
variety of white American who is work
ing in the Interior Department? If it 
does not, then I do not know what could. 

I wish to say here that the bill now 
under discussion would give the proposed 
commission the right to issue a regula
tion to that identical effect, applicable 
to every business and every enterprise in 
this land employing more than 50 per
sons. I have not a doubt that a regula
tion with similar requirements would be 
among the first prepared by the commis
sion. 

Mr. President, I now ask unan\mous 
consent to have the entire memorandum 
printed at this point in the RECORD. 
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There being no objection, the memo
randum was ordered to be printed in the. 
RECORD, as follows: 

UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, . 

Washington, D. C., December 1, 1949, 
Memorandum to: Heads of all bureaus and 

offices. 
From: The Secretary. 
Subject: Application of fair employment 

practices policy. 
I am transmitting herewith a memoran

dum on the above subject .which was signed 
yesterday by Secretary Krug. I take this 
opportunity of stating that I am in thor
ough accord with the policy therein stated. 
I request its complete observance. I request, 
also, that in making the memorandum 
available as is intended, you distribute with 
each copy of it a copy of this memorandum 
from me. 

OSCAR L. CHAPMAN, 
Secretary of the Interior. 

UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 

Washington, D . C. November 30, 1949. 
Memorandum to: Heads of all bureaus and 

offices. 
From: The Secretary. 
Subject: Application of fair employment 

praetices policy. 
In my memorandum to heads of all bu

reaus and offices dated May 19, 1949, I stated 
that I think the Department has done well 
in the application of its long-observed policy 
of nondiscrimination against individuals be
cause of race, color, religion, or national 
origin, but I suggested that there has been 
a negative rather than a positive approach 
in this application. I asked for reexamina
tion of our practices in tne light of Exec~
tive Order 9980 dated July 26, 1948, and 
directed that there be a new advertence by 
each responsible official and supervisor in the 
Department and in its bureaus and offices to 
that segment of these practices for which 
he, as an individual, is responsible. I expect 
that in the interim considerable thought 
has been given in that direction by those 
officials. 

I should like now to see some implementa
tion of this plan to bring about desired re
sults. Therefore, I ask the head of each 
bureau and office to direct the head of each 
of his main organizational units, including 
each field office, to conduct within his divi
sion, branch, section, office or other unit, a 
series of training sessions to·be concluded by 
April 1, 1950, for the purpose of instructing 
selected employees in relation to carrying on 
a positive fair employment program. These 
selected employees should include (a) all 
major and minor supervisory employees and 
(b) all other employees who have any au
thority (1) to select or reject applicants for 
appointment, or (2) to select or reject em
ployees for promotion, or (3) to select or 
pass upon selections for separation because 
of reductions in force, or (4) to make or 
approve assignments. In short, every em
ployee who can in any way, through his 
assigned duties, affect the success or failure 
of a forthright program of nondiscrimina
tion should be given thorough basic instruc
tion to assure that discrimination shall be 
effectively abolished and withstood. 

In the course of training sessions, the re
sponsible official who conducts the sessions 
shall stress : 

1. The basic and fundamental concept that 
there shall be no discrimination based on 
race, color, religion, or national origin. 

2. The corollary to that concept, namely, 
(a) that all personnel actions, including ap
pointments, promotions, and selections for 
separation upon reduction in force, shall be 
based solely upon merit; and (b) that all 

' asisignments including (1) assignment of 
duties, (2) assignment of.working space, and 
(3) assignment or arrangement of any other 
working conditions, likewise shall be based 
solely upon merit. 

It should be made clear-
1. That all positions, including those em

bracing supervisory duties, are open to all 
alike on the basis of merit only. , 

2. That mixed-group assignments a:q.d 
mixed-group supervision can normally be 
expected to result from an impartial applica
tion of this nondiscrimination policy. 

It would be well in each group to start off 
this series of training sessions by distributing 
and reading aloud ( 1) Executive Order 9980, 
(2) my order No. 2520, (3) my memorandum· 
of May 19, 1949, to heads of all bureaus and 
offices on the subject of "Fair Employment 
Practices," (4) this memorandum: and (5) 
any consistent supplemental written instruc
tions on the subject that may be issued by 
the heads of bureaus and offices to the per-

· sonnel under their direction. This will give 
each member of each group first-hand knowl
edge of the President's program and of my 
wishes as to carrying it out. 

Following this distribution and oral read
ing, there should be group discussions, and 
question-and-answer periods, in which the 
material may be thoroughly reviewed. In 
such sessions, it should be made clear to all 
that the policy can be wholly successful only 
by a full understanding of it and cooperation 
on the part of all officials to make it work. 
It should be made clear, too, that there is 
to be no temporizing with regard t.o this 
policy and that periodic surveys will be made 
to determine that it is receiving thorough
going application in all units of the Depart
ment. 

As in my memorandum of May 19, I want 
again to emphasize that merit is the key
note of this whole program. · It should be 
considered one of the fundamental require
ments in an official for meeting the respon
sibilities of supervision, appointment, selec
tion or assignment, that he be able impar
tially to observe this policy, just as one of 
the prerequisities of the assignment of an 
employee to the job of chauffer is his ability 
to operate an automotive vehicle. The in
ability to meet the essential requirement may 
well be considered as disabling in the one 
case as in the other. In selecting employees 
to fill supervisory or administrative positions 
which will involve responsibility for action 
that may affect the success or failure of this 
nondiscriminatory policy, responsible offi
cials shall carefully examine into the ability 
of each such individual to promote this basic 
policy. · 

An assignment of duties which requires 
segregation, whether it be of a member of the 
Caucasian, Mongoloid, or Negroid race, need 
not necessarily be discrimination. There can 
be no doubt that instances will arise in which 
there will occur, by the very fact of assign
ment on merit, segregation in fact withotit 
discrimination. For example, an individual 
assigned as the sole operator of a photo
graphic darkroom may be either white or 
nonwhite without there being involved the 
slightest element of discrimination. 

It is recognized that the current form of 
application for employment deliberately does 
not reveal the race, color, or religion of an 
applicant. While the form requests an appli
cant to state his place of birth, doing so may 
not reve.al his national origin. Nevertheless 
the responsible officer frequently knows, de
spite the fact that it is not disclosed by the 
applicant's papers, ·that the applicant is a 
Negro, or Indian, or other nonwhite, or what 
is, in fact, his religion or his national origin. 
Of course, in the · case of promotion or con
siqeration for promotion, or for separation 
because of reduction in force, the official re
sponsible for selection must know some of 
these facts and may know others of them 

about each of the employees on the job 
who are eligible · for consideration. . The 
official's knqw_ledge of the race, color, re
ligion, or national origin of the individual 
under consideration is the important fac
tor, not how . he came by such knowledge. 
This is not to imply that any special effort 
is to be made to ascertain these facts, and 
in the absence of knowledge on the part 
of the official no discrimination on that basis 
would be present. 

In the application of the "merit only" 
principle of our fair employment policy it is 
recognized that there is involved the exercise 
of individual judgments, and that such judg
ments may differ. There is in this memoran
dum no implication that any preferences 
other than those provided by applicable laws 
and regulations shall be shown any person in· 
order to avoid a charge of discrimination. 

Since, among the four grounds mentioned, 
complaints of disprimination have most fre
quently been based upon race and color, I 
should like each officer (whether the person
nel officer or a supervisory official) in the 
several bureaus and offices of the Department 
who has authority to make or finally recom
mend selections for either appointment or 
promotion, to prepare in cases in which he 
passes over either for appointment or pro
motion an individual known to him to be 
Negro, Indian, or other nonwhite, a state
ment of his reason for rejection or nonselec
tion of .such individual. Similarly, in reduc
tions in force such a statement should be 
prepared in each case in ·which a Negro, or 
Indian, or other nonwhite employee is se
lected for separation instead of a white em-. 
ployee of lesser status or seniority. It is my 
intention, by this direction, that the prep
aration of this statement shall be the per
sonal responsibility of the final recommend
ing or selecting official of whatever rank, and 
that he shall not delegate the responsibility. 

Two copies of this statement shall be sub- . 
mitted promptly after the personnel action 
has been taken direct to the fair employ
ment officer of the bepartment, one copy to 
the head of the bureau ·or office, ·and one copy 
shall go through supervisory channels to the 
personnel officer of the bureau or office. In 
addition, the bureau or office may provide 
for such other copies as its own needs require. 
This statement may be brief, but it should 
be comprehensive, as, for example, "Consid
ered for this appointment (or for this pro
motion, as the case may be) five applicants, 
and Mt. A (Negro, Indian, or other nonwhite) 
not appointed (or not selected) because Mr. 
B had superior educational qualifications," 
or "had -Superior experience," or "ha9, longer 
experience,'' or "had a superior work record," 
or whatever the fact or facts may be. Any . 
number of such facts or combination of facts 
as are warranted and applicable in a given 
instance should be stated. This will permit 
a reviewing official to determine by a review 
of the record, including such statement, 
whether he agrees, on the face of the record, 
with the action taken. . In this way the 
reviewing or supervisory official is enabled 
to form his own conclusions as to the ob
servance of this departmental policy and 
as to the quality of judgment that is being 
exercised in matters of this kind. The copy 
sent to the bureau personnel officer shall 
be made a part of the official personnel file 
of the individual to whom it relates. 

Heads of bureaus and offices should require 
their responsible officials periodically to ex

. amine, and should themselves periodically 
examine, into the manner in which this offi
cial policy of nondiscrimination is being ob
served within their bureaus and offices, so 
that ti:nely inquiry can be made into any 
case that requires it. In this way it should 
be possible to avoid claims of discrimination. 
Certainly we can in this w,ay minimize them. 

The wholehearted cooperation of all heads 
of bureaus and offices and other responsible 
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officials in this further implementation of 
this policy will be expected and appreciated. 

Upon receipt of this memorandum please 
inform the fair employment officer of the 
Department of the number of copies of it 
that will be required in your bureau or office 
to make distribution for the instruction ses
sions that I have outlined and for other 
purposes. 

J. A. KRUG, 
Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. RUSSELL. What are the _ effi
ciency experts in private firms going to 
say? They are going to say we have got 
to hire all these stenographers, we have 
got to hire many typists, we are com
pelled to spend all this money to explain 
why we should not promote this Negro, 
why we did not employ this Negro, or 
why we laid him off when it was neces
sary to cut our force. We do not ham 
to go to this expense if we do not hire 
or promote a white man or if we dis
charge a white man. What will result? 
It is obliged to discriminate against the 
garden variety of white man who can 
not claim affiliation with any minority 
group in every job opportunity. There 
is no escape from that, by any process 
of logic or reason which can be applied. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina and 
Mr. LONG 8.ddressed the Chair . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
the Senator from Georgia yield, and if 
so, to whom? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield first to the 
Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. I 
may say to the Senator that what he has 
just read into the RECORD leads me to 
think that it amounts to a preferential 
right being given to them. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Of course it creates a 
clear preference for the - minority af
fected and is .intended to have this 
effect. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. 
As chairman of the Committee on Post 
Office and Civil Service, when we give to 
a person a right such as that, he cer
tainly should have given to the United 
States some service different from that 
of other individuals. The only person I 
know of to whom the Civil Service Com
mission gives that right is a person who 
has been in the armed services. I think 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. LONG], 
who is a member of the committee, will 
agree with me. I cannot understand 
why such a letter-such an intimidating 
letter, I may say, should be written to 
anyone. I think we should look: into the 
matter. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I be
lieve in fair employment practices, I de
plore such tactics of favoritism by an 
agency in the Government of the United 
States. The Government might have a 
right to' create or recognize a pref erred 
status among its own employees, even if 
it discriminates in favor of a minority 
but I insist that all those employed in 
private enterprise should not be sub
jected to any such order as that. The 
Commission would have the right to issue 
such a regulation, undoubtedly, under 
the terms of this bill. When it does.- it 
means that a preferred status will have 
been created in employment; which is 
the real objective, or one of the ob-

jectives, if not the primary one, back of 
this bill. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. I 
notice from what the Senator has read 
that there is also set up what is known 
in the Department as a Fair Employ
ment Bureau. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes; they have had 
that for some time. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. I 
know that they go into details which re
quire the keeping of additional records, 
at a cost to the Government of thousands 
upon thousands of dollars. That depart
ment ought to be investigated. So far 
as I am concerned, we can cut off a 
little bit of its appropriation and save 
the money. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I now yield to the 
Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, along the 
line suggested by the distinguished Sen
ator from South Carolina, the provisions 
of the veterans' preference law are simi-
18.r, in that, at present, under the law, 
when a veteran is passed over, it is un
necessary for the person passing over 
the veteran to send in a written state
ment of the reason for passing him over. 
The testimony before the Committee on 
Post Office and Civil Service and the sub
committee studying the matter, has been 
that even though the veteran can be 
passed over, after giving reasons, the 
fact that the · person who would have to 
give the reasons would have to go into 
a full explanation almost invariably 
me~ms that the veteran gets the job, and 
I suppose that would be the case under 
this bill. 

Mr. RUSSELL. That is the intention, 
of course, of the order issued by the 
Secretary of the Interior. Such an or
der could have no other result. 

Mr. LONG. As I recall, in the case of 
veterans, it results 90 percent of the time 
in the veteran's getting the job. 

Mr. RUSSELL. If this bill should 
ever be enacted, the person in the hinter
lands who is employed in a plant, and 
who cannot claim to be a member of a 
minority group, can expect to contend 
with a regulation of similar import ap
plying to every enterprise in the United 
States. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 
Mr. THOMAS of Utah. I wonder 

whether the Senator from Georgia will 
give us the name of the signer of the 
Interior Department letter? 

Mr. RUSSELL. The letter has been 
placed in the RECORD. I have another 
copy of it, showing that it was signed on 
November 30, 1949, by J. A. Krug, Secre
tary of the Interior, but was transmitted 
to the bureaus under date of December 1, 
1949, unde_r the signature of Oscar L. 
Chapman, Secretary of the Interior. I 
have placed it in the RECORD. 

Mr. President, I shall not undertake at 
this time to discuss all the infirmities of 
this bill. We are told that despite its 
infirmities and weaknesses, there is a 
great public demand throughout the 
country for .the enactment of this bill. 
We are told that such a demand is con
tained in the political platforms of both 
major political parties. It is stressed in 

some quarters that it ls supported by a 
number of active political groups and 
organizations. 

I sometimes wish that under our rep
resentative system of government it 
were possible for us to submit measures 
such as this to the people for a decision 
by way of referendum. ' I would gladly 
submit this bill to a plebiscite. More 
than that, I would submit it to the vote 
of either all Democrats of the country 
or of all the Republicans, and I would 
have no fear as to the outcome of such 
a referendum. 

The fact that this bill is here clearly · 
demonstrates the threat to the American 
system posed by bloc voting by minority 
groups whose votes are alleged to con
trol the outcome of elections in the larger 
and more populous States. Bidding for 
the . votes of special groups may be an 
o-ld American custom, but it has never 
been carried so far as the high bids 
threatening our very form of govern
ment and our way of life, made by both 
of the majority parties for the votes of 
minority groups pressuring this bill. 
These groups are claimed to represent 
the balance of power in the States of 
New York, Pennsylvania, Illinois, and 
one or two other States which supposed
ly control presidential elections. From 
my own observation, I can ·say that I 
have found no great enthusiasm among 
the ra~~ and flle of the American peo
ple to adopt a socialistic system in Amer
ica. 

I think that the feeling against social
ism is spreading throughout the English
speaking world. It started in New Zea
land, proceeded to Australia, and was 
evidenced by the close election in Eng
land and the result of elections in this 
country. I observed yesterday that in 
the State of Texas a Republican had 
been elected. I do not know whether 
that was· brought about by the most re
cent slogan of "Liberty versus Social
ism." I believe that if the Republican 
Party is sincere in its protestation that 
it stands for individual liberty as against 
the doctrine of socialism, and would 
prove its faith by its votes, it would carry 
great appeal to the American people at 
this time. 

Mr. President, I do not believe that 
either of the party platforms, which it 
is said were relied upon to support an 
FEPC bill, ever contemplated one that 
had sanctions as drastic as those con
tained in this bill. The truth of the 
matter is, and frankness requires the 
statement, that under our present sys
tem of elections, both major parties are 
most vulnerable to the demand of vot
ing blocs, even if they be small. In the 
instant case both of the major parties 
are political prisoners of the minority 
groups behind the bill. In bidding 
against each other they have both come 
under minority direction. 

Mr. President, there have been more 
misrepresentation, propaganda, and 
pressure behind the philosophy of this 
bill, on both the State and National levels, 
than there have been on perhaps any 
other issue in my time. Despite this, 
adoption of the idea has not spread like 
any prairie fire. F'EPC laws have been 
proposed in towns, cities, and in States 
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throughout the-Nation, as well as in the 
Federal Congress. In all these cases 
those persons in public life who did not 
immediately welcome the idea have been 
charged with intolerance, in adqition to 
being threatened with reprisal. 

Mr. CONNALLY. l.V'JI. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 
Mr. CONNALLY. In the reconstruc

tion day, when all the foul punishments 
one could think of were visited upon the 
southern people, did Mr. Thaddeus 
Stevens, with all his wild radicalism, ever 

· think of introducing a bill like this? 
Mr. RUSSELL. Thad Stevens was a 

man of great ability. I do not admire 
his methods, and I resent the legislation 
by which he sought to humiliate and 
punish the South. He would have op
posed this bill because he had sufficient 
intelligence to see that its enactment 
would set in motion a train of events 
which would eventually pull down the 
temple of individual freedom in this land. 
Of course he never would have tolerated 
any such measure as that which is pro
posed. This is not sectional legislation. 
It will be as disastrous to the North as 
to the South. It will destroy the Ameri
can way of life and annul the rights of 
freemen everywhere. 

No, Mr. President; the members of 
State legislatures as well as the Members 
of the National Congress have all felt 
this pressure and have seen this propa
ganda, but, in spite of it, only 8 of the 
48 States have passed any real FEPC 
laws. They are all much milder in their 
sanctions than is the case with reference 
to this monstrosity. 

I want the Senate to bear in mind that 
none of these laws has sprung from any 
general and widespread demand. Every 
one of them has been the product of the 
pressure of minority groups. We need 
no better illustration of that than the 
referendum which was conducted in the 
State of California. I do not suppose 
anyone would charge that California is 
·a reactionary State. It was in that 
State that we saw the birth of the ham
and-egg movement, the Townsend plan, 
and many other ideas which would not 
be considered reactionary. As a matter 
of fact, many of our self-styled and 
labeled liberals look upon California as 
the paradise of liberalism. But when this 
issue was submitted to a vote of the 
people, after minority groups at the 
state house working on the legislature 
had failed, the question was taken to the 
people at the grass roots. Two and a 
half million of them voted, and by a 
margin of 2 to l, in every county of the 
State, the people of California said that 
this idea was too Un-American, too radi
cal, and too destructive of our form of 
Government and the rights of property 
to appeal to them. 

Some of the proponents of the meas
ure, Mr. President, say that the system 
has worked well in some of the States. 
We are told that not many persons have 
been sent to jail in connection with it, 
and it has not caused any great confusion 
in the States which have such laws. 
Under the ninth and tenth amendments 
to the Federal Constitution a State may 
have-I doubt it-some right to legislate 

in this field, but the Federal Government 
clearly has no such right. The fact.that 
a State law may not have caused con
fusion may be a reason for another State 
to pass such a law. I lean over back
wards in sustaining the rights of the 
States, but I not only question and deny, 
but I challenge the production of proof 
of any power in the Federal Government, 
under the Federal Constitution, to enact 
such a law as the one which is proposed. 

There is a great deal of difference be
tween the manner of enforcement of a 
State law and that of the enforcement 
of a Federal statute. Thomas Jefferson 
knew whereof he spoke when he advised 
us to keep the power of the Government, 
and particularly the police power, close 
to the people. Most State statutes, in 

· fact, all of them, I think, at least permit 
the right of trial by jury. That is a 
great restraint upon captious prosecu
tions under a law of this kind. It is 
not only a restraint upon captious prose
cutions, but it serves as a restraint upon 
the power of bureaucracy which is always 
reaching out and grasping for more and 
more power. Not only that, Mr. Presi
dent, but those who enforce the State 
laws are usually appointed by the State 
administration, and they are a little slow 
to jump on a fellow citizen of the State 
without some sound reason, for fear that 
it may cost the State administration a 
few votes. In other words, they walk 
lightly in the enforcement of statutes of 
this character. The governor has an 
effect upon the enforcement of law in a 
State. He is interested in politics, and 
will see to it that there is not too extreme 
action within the State. 

There is a great difference in the ap
proach of an agent of the New York 
FEPC in enforcing a State FEPC law 
in New York than would be the case if 
the same individual were seeking to en
force a Federal law on a citizen of Michi
gan or on a citizen of Georgia. That is 
one of the virtues of local self-govern
ment. It is a reason for preserving the 
rights of the States. It is a reason for 
opposing any such vast bureaucracy as 
this bill would undertake to establish. 

Mr. President, we had some experience 
with a wartime FEPC. Its powers were 
limited and were sustained only by an 
Executive order. There was no act of 
Congress. But we saw it operate. We 
saw that those persons with an ax to 
grind, those with a special interest or a 
special group to serve, were most likely 
to be appointed as members of the com
mission. The enforcement of the law
such enforcement as it was possible to 
have, as it was an Executive order which 
had never been approved by the Con
gress-was left in the hands of those 
who were special pleaders and prosecu
tors for particular groups. 

When the FEPC Board went out of 
commission it had one member who 
represented the CIO, and another who 
represented the American Federation of 
Labor. The Chairman of the Board was 
a man of very brilliant mental attain
ments, but I doubt if anyone would ever 
charge him with being a stalwart de
f ender of the capitalistic system, or that 
he was exactly unbiased when any al
leged minority citizen was involved. 

It has been brought out that an over
whelming percentage of the members 
and employees of that Board-and it 
ran from general counsel through re
gional managers to stenographers-were 
members of the Negro race. So the Ex
ecutive order was issued for their bene
fit. About three quarters of the em
ployees were Negroes, though Negroes 
constitute only approximately 10 per
cent of our total population. 

I had some experience with that 
Board. I examined into its operations. 
If it had had only a fraction of the pow
ers which this bill seeks to have the Con
gress place in a board which would bear 
the same name, but which would have 
much greater powers, I shudder to think 
of what would have happened to our pro
duction during the critical war years, 
and I shudder to think what would be its 
effect upon the maintenance of this in
dustrial empire which has grown up 
under our free-enterprise -system. 

Mr. President, the unalterable opposi
tion to this FEPC bill on the part of the 
overwhelming majority of the people of 
the South grows out of our experience 
with the limited-power agency to which 
I have referred: We found from that 
experience that while the directors and 
employees of the FEPC talked about eco
nomic opportunities for minorities, their 
actions disclosed that their principal in
terest was in social reform. They dis
cussed equal job opportunity and equal 
pay, but their outstanding cases did not 
deal with those subjects at all. They 
involved, rather, matters · which had to 
do with customs and local laws. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 
Mr. MAYBANK. I merely wish to say 

that I was very much pleased to hear 
the distinguished Senator from Georgia 
make that statement, because I was on 
the Committee on Appropriations dur
ing the war years when we went into this 
subject. I thoroughly .agree with what 
the Senator from Georgia has said as to 
what the Commission wanted to do. 
They wanted to go into social organiza
tions. Let me say for the record that, 
speaking purely from a local standpoint 
in my State and my city, there were 
hundreds of colored people who rendered 
valuable services in the navy yard, and 
I never had a complaint from those peo
ple about being discriminated against by 
civil service. I never had any com
plaints from colored people about the 
Post Office D~partment discriminating 
against mail carriers. Practically all 
the complaints I heard were complaints 
of the type of the Senator from Georgia 
has brought out, namely, with reference 
to certain facilities and certain social 
i;ispects which we ran into day after day 
in committee. 

Mr. RUSSELL . . Mr. President, in the 
South, we have custo.ms and attitudes 
toward the problem which are different 
from those of citizens in other sections 
of the country. In my judgment the 
average decent Southerner believes as 
earnestly as Americans in other sections 
in the doct:rine of equal pay for the same 
work. Soatherners do resist, and will 
continue to resist with every power at 
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their command, the use of the Federal 
power to invade their rights and destroy 
their system of separation of races in so
cial activities. This policy of separation 
is considered important in those areas of . 
the country where whites and Negroes 
are more equal in number. We believe 
the system of segregation in all things 
social, which prevails in the South, is 
necessary to preserve peace and harmony 
between the races, and that such a sys
tem promotes the welfare and progress 
of both races. We insist that separation 
does not mean discrimination except in 
the minds of politicians who have ap
peals to make, and those who are un
fortunately afflicted with an inferiority 
complex and have no pride of their own 
race. 

Mr. President,' we saw during the war 
that the three outstanding decisions be
fore the wartime FEPC had nothing 
whatever to do with discrimination or 
rates of pay. The most important, I be
lieve, was the one which arose in a large 
electrical appliance manufacturing plant 
at Point Breeze, Md. There several 
thousand employees, both white and 
Negro, were working harmoniously pro
ducing telephones for the Army. The 
FEPC agent visited the plant. He found 
no difference in working conditions or 
rates of pay as between employees of 
either majority or minority groups. He 
did notice, however, in walking through 
the plant, that the restrooms, while 
identical in nature, bore labels which 
distinguished between the races. One 
restroom was labeled "White Women's 
Restroom," and one was labeled "Negro 
Women's Restroom." They were iden
tical in nature. The same thing was 
true with respect to the men's rest
rooms. The plant had a Government 
contract and was therefore bound by its 
contract to adhere to an FEPC order. 
The agent cited the plant before the 
Commission for being guilty of unfair 
employment practices. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Did the Senator 
mention the name of the plant? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I forget the name of 
the plant. It is in the RECORD. The 
plant was located at Point Breeze. I 
think it was the Western Electric plant. 

Mr. MAYBANK. The Senator is cor
rect. It was the Western Electric plant. 

Mr. RUSSELL. The Commission sus
tained the charge that this was an un
fair employment· practice. The Com
mission ordered the signs taken down 
and the partitions between the rest rooms 
to be removed. It ordered the plant to 
make ali its rest rooms available with
out regard to race. This caused the 
employees of the plant to walk out on 
strike. The strike lasted for several 
weeks. That order of the Commission, 
Mr. President, had nothing whatever to 
do with any economic opportunity. It 
stirred up racial feeling and confusion 
unnecessarily where there had been none 
b)fore. 

Mr. President, of course, this bill seeks 
to punish all who protest orders of that 
nature. I have studied the bill, at first 
I was somewhat interested to know why 
it was drawn so carefully to prevent any 
employer from getting before a court 
before a jury, but had a little section, 

section 14, which makes it a crime to 
resist the Commission or its representa
tives. I could not understand why that 
section was tacked on when the framers 
of the bill had the poor employer down 
where they could drag him through the 
courts without his ever getting before a 
jury. Then it dawned on me that the 
purpose of the section was to go to each 
of those who might strike in protest to 
such orders and say, "If you don't come 
back, you are impeding an order of the 
FEPC Commission, and we will prosecute 
you and send you to jail and fine you not 
more than $500." That is why the sec
~ion is in the bill. It prevents anything 
like any resistance to an order, such as 
·this great order on economic job oppor
tunities in the Point Breeze case. 

There was another very famous case, 
Mr. President, which was known as the 
seaman's case. It was a little unusual, 
in that the protest against the order 
came from the head of a labor union. 
He wrote to the Hom:3 committee, which 
was going into the matter of the execu
tive order. I shall not read all of the 
letter. I shall ask to have the remainder, 
which I do not read, inserted in the 
RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator ask that it be printed in the 
RECORD at this point? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I shall ask that i ~ be 
printed as part of my remarks. It is 
not necessary to read all of it. I shall 
read a portion of it and ask that the 
remainder of it be inserted in the RE('ORD. 

Mr. Hawk writes: 
I consider it an urgent obligation to direct 

the attention of your committee to a situa
t ion which is fast developing to a point where 
it ll1J1Y hamper the delivery of the cargoes so 
desperately needed by our fighting forces. 

I have reference to the arbitrary, danger
ous, and ULrealistic interpretation being ap
plied to the President's executive order es
tablishing the Fair Employment Practice 
Committee by a pair of starry-eyed fellow 
travelers heading the Atlantic coast dis
trict of the recruitment ·and manning or

,ganization of the War Shipping Administra-
tion. 

These gentlemen, Mr. Craig S. Vincent, 
Atlantic coast representative of the RMO, 
and Mr. Frank Pollatsek, Chief of the 
RMO o'ffice · in .New York, are insisting that 
the President's order is being violated in 
connection with the hiring of ships' crews 
because our union requires that white sea
men shall not be forced to eat .and sleep in 
the same quarters with Negro seamen, and 
vice veri::a. 

Under this arrangement, each race is re
spectful of the other's rights, just as prevails 
in the armed forces of our country. 

Messrs. Vincent and Pollatsek are trying to 
comoel our union to abandon a sound and 
tested policy which has resulted in harmo
nious relationships between Negro and white 
members over a period of many years. This 
policy, which is supported by the more than 
2,000 Negroes in our membership, provides 
for a rotary hiring-hall system, fair and 
equitable in every way, which enables whites 
to share ships' quarters with whites and 
Negroes wit h Ner;roes. There is not the 
slightest vestige of discrimination in the 
running of our union. In fact, a number 
of our officers are Negroes. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent that the rest of this letter, which 
is very lengthy, because the gentleman 
was very much outraged, be printed in 
the RECORD at this point. 

- The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. DON
NELL in the chair.) Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the matter 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

The union lives up in every regard to our 
section of the President's order which calls 
for the elimination of discrimination with 
relation to hire, tenure, terms or conditions 
of employment, or union membership be
cause of race, creed, color, or national origin. 

The Negro members of our union receive 
the _ same wages and voting privileges and 
enjoy precisely the same working conditions 
as our white members. 

It is this particular section of the Presi
dent's order which is being twisted and dis
torted by Messrs. Vincent and Pollatsek to 
conform to certain social reformist theories 
which they are seeking to experiment with at 
the expense of the American seaman and 
the war effort, and in defiance of the sober 
judgment of practical men who have spent 
the greater part of their lives in the maritime 
industry. 

If the views of these two officials are per
mitted to prevail-and they have the en
thusiastic endorsement of every Communist 
and sympathizer infesting the waterfront-
in other ports throughout the country they 
inevitably would create a state of chaos in 
the maritime industry in a critical hour for 
our country. We would see a mass exodus 
of trained seamen to other jobs; we would 
see a fiare-up of race hatreds, and we would 
pay for all this in costly delays in the ship
ping of supplies and equipment to our fight
ing fronts. 

It should be pointed out her& that the 
RMO, in the Atlantic coast district, is mis
representing or concealing the facts when it 
recruits boys from American homes and then 
tries to compel them to depart abruptly 
from old-time family traditions to share eat
ing and sleeping quarters on American ships 
with members of another race, particularly 
when such condition is not at all necessary 
and is disruptive of, rather than helpful to, 
the war effort. 

The interpretation which Messrs. Vincent 
and Pollatsek are so zealously trying to read 
into the President's order is a fiat violation 
of the statement of policy which our union 
signed with the War Shipping Administration 
on May 4, 1942. This statement of policy re
affirms article 3 of the service agreement 
signed between general shipping agents and 
the War Shipping Administration and states 
specifically: "If the general agent has con
tracts with unions and those contracts re
quire, for example, preference of employment 
or use of union hiring halls, the agent would 
be required to procure ~en in accordance 
with the contracts." 

What Messrs. Vincent and Pollatsek are 
trying so hard to do is to disturb our existing 
and harmonious policy with regard to this 
union's hiring-hall syst.em in order to grind 
their own pet reformist ax. Apparently they 
have no concern over the inevitable conse
quences. 

The views of these men also run counter 
to the statement of principles governing war
time policy which was signed on December 
18, 1941, following negotiatibns by represent
atives of the maritime industry, the maritime 
unions, and the Government. 

In arriving at the statement of policy it 
was agreed that the hiring-hall system em
bodied in our contracts was to be respected 
and not interfered with in any way. The 
union agreed to waive its right to strike for 
the duration and t h at pledge has been lived 
up to faithfully. There have been no strikes 
or delays on our ships since the war started. 

There have been repeated instances where 
the RMO office in New York has refused 
to send Negroes to our hiring h all in order 
to be dispatched to our contracted shipa. 
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This resulted in these ships sailing under
manned. On other occasions when our hir
ing hall was closed for the night or over 
Sunday the RMO deliberately dispatched 
Negroes to vessels with white crews, thereby 
arousing protests and unnecessary ill-feeling. 

Our understanding is that the RMO was 
set up for the explicit purpose of supple· 
menting the unions and the operators in the 
supplying of seamen personnel in order to 
prevent delays in sailings. 

This is clearly a situation which calls for 
a thoroughgoing investigation by your com
mittee in the interests of the American sea
men and the maritime industry. 

The taxpayers' money which is being ap
propriated for the running of the RMO 
office in New York could be agent to far more 
useful and constructive purposes. I am sure 
our Congress never intended to countenance 
the use of Government funds to promote 
theories and reforms inconsistent with Amer
ican traditions and with plain ordinary com
mon sense. 

Yours very truly, 
JOHN HAWK, 

Secretary-Treasurer and First Vice 
President of the Seafarers Inter
national Union of North .,4.merica. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, that is 
another classic case. We are told that 
job opportunities are being denied, and 
that it is necessary to create a commis
sion of the kind proposed. Where does 
this case touch job opportunities? In 
this case everybody was content with the 
arrangements. There was no claim 
whatever that there was any discrimina
tion in pay or employment against any 
seaman on account of his race, but be
cause they had separate sleeping quar
ters, because they were fed, one race on 
one side of the kitchen and another on 
the other, though from the same pot, the 
same food, it was claimed there was an 
unfair employment practice, and this 
labor organization was cited and brought 
to book before the commission. 

Mr. President, the other case was the 
St. Louis cartridge case. I have forgot
ten the name of the company, but I have 
it in my files. 

This company was making cartridges 
for the Government. They had three 
bUildings, two occupied by white em
ployees, one occupied by Negro employees. 
The plant occupied by the Negro em
ployees had a Negro superintendent, had 
Negro foremen, had Negro supervisors 
all down the line, exactly of the same 
rank as those managing in the two white 
plants, and all received identical pay. 
The FEPC Commission came in and cited 
that plant for unfair employment prac
tices. There was ·not the slightest dif
ference in pay, there was not the slightest 
difference in working conditions, there 
was not the slightest difference in hours 
of employment, or in the facilities that 
were furnished to the employees. 

It is a pious fraud to talk about this 
bill being designed to give economic op
portunities. Experience has shown us 
that when we had such an organization 
as this in the country, even with its lim
ited powers, it spent its time dealing with 
matters which were social in aspect, 
rather than economic. 

Mr. President, that is what disturbs 
and concerns the people of the South. 
We of the South do not accept the idea 
which is being promoted throughout the 

country that the way to solve· our grave 
racial problem is to do it through a proc
ess of miscegenation and amalgamation 
of the Negro race with the white. We 
know that where laws require the races to 
associate on intimate terms in all things 
social, miscegenation and amalgamation 
will eventuate. That is why we oppose 
the creation of any such agency as is 
proposed, and shall oppose it unalter
ably and to the end, because it will have, 
and has, as its primary purpose, the 
breaking down of the separation of races 
which we regard as necessary to our 
progress and peace in the South. 

Mr. President, I do not believe that 
any man who honestly considers this 
question will reach any conclusion other 
than that the members of this Commis
sion will be rather radical in their point 
of view. Laying aside for the moment 
the racial issue, let us consider the effect 
these vast powers over American citizens 
and American businessmen can have 
upon our economic system. I do not 
suppose anyone doubts the devotion of 
Governor Dewey, of New York, to the 
cause of social equality. He is not, how
ever, counted among those who desire 
violent change in our economic system. 
I am not sure, but I think that Governor 
Dewey claims to be the author of the 
New York State law which the distin
guished Senator from New York [Mr. 
IvEsJ def ended here this afternoon. 

I recall that in the debate in .1946 the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITHJ 
put into the RECORD a letter from Gov
ernor Dewey, after reading it, and there 
was something in that letter which 
lodged in my mind, and I went back to 
the RECORD of January 25, 1946, and 
found that it was a significant state
ment. Here is an extract from Governor 
Dewey's letter: 

The crux of this matter ls the type of indi
viduals who would be appointed to adminis
ter the law. If it were left to a collection 
of reformers and social dreamers', it would 
crash with a mighty bang and perhaps take 
down a good segment of our economy with it. 

Mr. President, Governor Dewey may 
be able to control the type of people who 
constitute the New York State commis
sion, but no man or group of men can 
through the years control the type of 
people who, from the Federal standpoint, 
would apply the vast powers which this 
bill seeks to place in a Federal agency. 
I doubt not that it would crash our in
dustrial system with a mighty bang, and 
take down our total economy, not part 
of it, into socialism. 

Mr. President, we have heard a great 
deal recently about economy in Gove.rn
ment. Few candidates for a Govern
ment office today would have the temer
ity to fail to have at least some refer
ence to economy in their platforms. 
Economy is the theme of many speeches 
of this body and throughout the land. 
I am constantly amazed, however, at 
people who talk economy in Government 
and ·do not consider it when they cast 
their votes in this body. 

Another favorite theme of our politi
cal orators is the denunciation of bu
reaucracy, Government interference in 
the lives of our people. This bill will 

provide a fair test of the sincerity and 
the good faith of these advocates of 
economy and foes of bureaucracy. 

The Senate does not have the advan
tage of any committee report on the bill, 
as I have stated heretofore. It was ap
parently blown out of the committee by 
a political bomb. We do not have any 
estimate as to what it would cost to 
maintain the proposed establishment, 
and I do not think that in the wild po
litical , furor which has attended this bill 
since it was first introduced any com
mittee report had ever undertaken to 
estimate any cost. 

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield to the Senator 
from South Carolina. 
Mr~ MAYBANK. The Senator stated 

that there never had been any estimate 
of the cost of the bill. The Senator will 
agree with me that in 1943 and 1944, in 
the Committee on Appropriations, the 
agency which then existed was always · 
asking for a great deal more money than 
we ever gave it. 

Mr. RUGSELL. There is no doubt 
about that, and such a body will follow 
the same course right down through the 
years. 

If alleged economy advocates and foes 
of bureaucracy, and those who pretend 
they are against the Government putting 
its blighting and withering hand on busi
ness, combine to pass this bill, they will 
have created a bureaucracy whose ten
tacles will reach into every corner of this 
country, and they will have done E with
out even an estimate of what this es
tablishment would cost. Give this agency 
the mission proposed, and the powers ad
vocated, and the appropriations will 
mushroom to gigantic proportions. 

I understand the Budget submitted a 
very modest estimate for this year, but 
I have read the bill, and I have seen 
other agencies created with initial mod
est estimates. But the very nature of 
this agency shows it will be a tremen
dous expense to the American taxpayer. 
The chairman of this agency will receive 
$20,000 a year. Four members of the 
Commission will receive $17 ,500 a year. 
There will be a great horde of thought 
policemen, investigators, and auditors. 
Local, State, and regional advisory 
boards are provided for in the bill. 
There is no way to estimate its cost. It 
will muster one of the greatest armies of 
Federal employees that have ever been 
enrolled beneath the ba..Tlller of any one 
department since the beginning of the 
Government, except the National Mili
tary Establishment in time of war. It will 
place a real expense upon the taxpayers. 
There will be the expense of compensa
tion, travel expense, the expense of auto
mobiles. Think of the number of lawyers 
who will be required, Mr. President. I 
believe I am as devoted to the profession 
from which I earned a livelihood for 
some 12 years as are most other lawyers. 
I am very proud of the fact that I am a 
lawyer. But I see no necessity for open
-ing up, as the bill would do, a veritable 
bonanza for the lawyers. Hundreds and 
. thousands of them will be required to 
prosecute cases, because when a person 
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.does not have any expense · involved in 
the hiring of a lawyer he certainly will 
enter into litigation. No members of the 
minority will have to pay the cost of a 
lawyer. They simply-may file claims and 
the Government must pay the lawyers. 

Mr. LONG. · Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 
Mr. LONG. Do I understand correctly 

that the Government will use Govern
ment attorneys or hire private attorneys 
to plead tl).e cases? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I imagine the Govern
ment will have an immense army ".>f 
Governmen.t attorneys to go around the 
·country and handle the various cases. 
The Government does not ordinarily em
ploy attorneys in individual cases. It 
gets them by the year. Let us consider 
the various bureaus and departments. 
The Department of Justice has hun
dreds, perhaps thousands of attorneys. 
Every other agency also has its attorneys. 
The mere fact that the Department. of 
Justice employs hundreds of attorneys 
does not relieve other departments from 
hiring their own attorneys. The De
partment of Agriculture employs many 
attorneys. The Department of the Inte
rior has a great legal staff. So do many 
other departments and agencies. But we 
may be sure that once th~ FEPC organ- · 
ization is created it will come to the 
fore in the number of attorneys it will 
employ. The agency is a litigating one. 
People from all over the country will 
come to this agency to air their griev
ances, real or imaginary, and litigate at 
the expense of the American taxpayers. 
It does not cost the claimants anything 
by. way of legal expenses. It is the poor 
businessman who incurs the expense of 
defending himself. 

Mr. LONG. Mr~ President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 
Mr. LONG. Great as the cost would 

be to the Government if it were to use 
the attorneys employed by it to prose
cute cases of discrimination, actually it 
woUld cost the Government even more 
if it were to hire private attcrneys, espe
cially when times are not good, and when 
attorneys may be looking for business, 
even though most of them may not be 
inclined to indulge in the practice, im
puted to some, of ambulance chasing. 

Mr. RUSSELL. If an individual comes 
to the proposed agency and files his com
plaint, he has no responsibility for hir
ing an attorney. The Government sup
plies the attorney. Of course, in the ini
tial instance the FEPC represent.ative 
.is the prosecuting attorney, the jury, 

· and judge, under the monstrosity pro
posed to be created by passage of the 
bill. If the bill is passed a haven will 
be provided for attorneys. If any mi
nority group is justified in applying pres
sure behind the bill, it is the lawyers of 
America. If the bill were to pass, there 
would be no unemployed lawyers. Adop
tion of the bill would result in the re
quirement of the services of hundreds 
and thousands of lawyers. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield. 
XCVI--418 

Mr. HOLLAND. A moment ago the 
Senator from Georgia mentioned the 
standard . of pay for the chairman and 
the members of the Commission. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Twenty thousand 
dollars for the chairman, and $17 ,500 
for each member. Oh, it is claimed this 
will be the most important thing that has 
ever been created by statute. If we can 
repeal the Constitution by statute, I 
think the chairman and members of the 
Commission are entitled to such high 
salaries, $20,000 for the chairman and 
$1'7,500 for each of the commissioners. 
Then we must consider the pay of all 
the .lawyers who will be hired, the 
thought police, and other employees. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Bearing in mind 
that the salaries of th~ Secretary of the 
Army, the Secretary of the Navy, the 
Secretary of the Air Force are each con
siderably below the salaries provided 
under the bill for the chairman of the 
Commission, is it not rather clear that 
the sponsors of the bill regard the pro
posed activity as even more important 
than any single branch of the armed 
forces? 
· Mr. RUSSELL. I thir~k there is a 

great deal to that. There a:re those who 
think the proposed agency is very im
portant. Of course there is no group 
lobbying behind the Secretary of the 
Army. The Army officers are prohibited 
by law from lobb.ying. Most of them 
do not vote. 

Mr. President, I want to point out that 
those who believe in economy in govern
ment, those who are truly opposed to 
.increased governmental bureaucracy, 
those who in good faith oppose interf er
ence on the part of the Government in 
the private lives and businesses of our 
people, those who have made such as
sertiom;, will have a chance to stand up 
and be counted when the roll ts called on 
this measure. If a man is si::lcere in his 
protestations respecting economy and his 
opposition to extending bureaucracy, 
he cannot conscientiously yield to the 
demands of organized groups, even if 
by so doing lie would snare a few votes. 

Mr. President, there has never been an 
agency proposed to be created which will 
so reduce the income to the Federal Gov
ernment and impair it in its ability to 
pay the cost of government as will this 
bill. American business cannot and 
will not expand if :::ontrol of employment 
and promotion is placed ir.. a Federal . 
agency. 

Mr. President, the American business
man is a peculiar creature. If we pass 
a tax bill which takes 90 cents out of 
his dollar in the upper brackets, he will 
still have the incentive to strive for the 
dime he will get out of that dollar. But 
if we say to him, "We are going to take 
away from you the control of your busi
ness," we cannot get him to invest a 
dollar to save our lives. How could we 
blame him? If Congress passes this bill 
it will dry up the sources of revenue in 
the United States. There will be no 
new plants created, no businesses ex
panded if those who put up the money 
cannot see a possible profit on their in
vestment, as will result if this bill passes 
and hastens the day when the Govern
ment will take over the plants and busi-

nesses and operate them. That is the 
motive inspiring some of those who are 
supporting the bill most vigorously. 

Mr. President, I have already referred 
to the fact that our friends of the ~
publican Party have adopted the slogan 
"Liberty· versus socialism." That heart
ens me greatly in my belief and faith 
that the bill will be defeated. 

There can be no doubt that S. 1728 is 
the most socialistic measure that has 
ever been proposed in the American Con
gress. The so-called socialized medical 
bill stands as a symbol of free enterprise 
when it is compared to this FEPC mon
strosity. The medical bill does allow 
each citizen the freedom of choice of a 
doctor or dentist. This FEPC bill denies 
to the employers of America any free
d om of choice in selecting and promot
ing their employees if it runs counter to 
the dictates of a Federal agency. Those 
who sincerely believe in liberty versus 
socialism cannot support a bill of this 
kind. Again I say, when the roll is 
called on this measure we will be able 
to separate the guardians of individual 
liberty from believ~rs in the socialistic 
state. 

I was interested to observe that in the 
creation of this misnamed Fair Employ
ment Practice Commission there is no 
provision, as has always been the case 
in other Government agencies, that both 
of the great political parties should be 
recognized in the membership of the 
Commission. Here are fi7e jobs, vary
ing from $17,500 to $20,000 a year, that 
will most likely go to deserving Demo
crats. There have been times when the 
Democratic membership in this body was 
limited, but the few that were here when 
a bill was brought forward insisted that 
when any new board was created there 
should be bipartisan representation upon 
it: The pill carries no requirement for 
minority representation on the board. 
I believe, however, there are still a num
ber of Republicans in the United States 
who are willing to off er themselves on · 

. the altar of public service at $20,000 or 
$17,500 a year. But that fact is com
pletely overlooked and disregarded in the 
drafting of the bill. I do not see how 
any Republican with self-respect can sup.
port this bill for that reason alone. To 
do so i;:; a complete admission that the 
once proud GOP is now politically bank
rupt and ready to be relegated to the 
limbo of forgotten things. 

Mr. President, the southern Demo
crats are not considered too highly in 
some quarters, but under this bill we 
woUld enjoy all the benefits that the Re
publicans would have, because the bill 
contains the provision that the Senate 
shall advise and consent to the nomina
tions. So the bill really makes more of 
a gesture to the southern Democrats 
than it does to the Republicans, be
cause I would say we are at least con
sidered a part of the Democratic Party, 
whereas the Republicans are supposed to 
have standing as the opposition party. 

Mr. President, this bill has no plaoo in 
the Senate at this time. We have ul)on 
our calendar a number of bills which are 
not designed altogether as vote bait for 
minority groups. We have before us bills 
which are supposed to benefit all of the 
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people of the United States, whether they 
are members of so-called minorities or 
whether they are members of majorities. 
That is the way the Congress of the 
United States should legislate. Those 
bills have been subjected to the tests 
which we in Congress apply to proposed 
laws under our system. Hearings have 
been held on them by the respective com
mittees. Recommendations on them are 
before us from the committees which 
have had the courage to say what they 
thought about such bills, instead of just 
laying the bill before us a political hot 
brick which the committee could not 
hold any longer, and was pressured into 
reporting to the f3enate without any 
hearings or any suggestion in the way 
of recommendations. 

Mr. President, let us be done with this 
monstrosity, which would serve no useful 
purpose, even if it were enacted, and 
which, if enacted, and if it were approved 
by the Court of last resort, would, I am. 
convinced-and I am sure I do not exag
gerate in making this statement-be the 
beginning of the end of all that has con
tributed to the building of the greatness 
of America. 

Mr. President, I have about concluded. 
I wish to say there is nothing whatever 

about this bill that is fair, except the 
word "Fair" in its title. That is the 
only thing about the bill that is fair. It 
is an unfair and and un-American bill. 

Mr. President, I wish to say, likewise, 
that this bill does not create one job, 
except jobs for a vast horde of Federal 
employees and thought-police and 
agents who would harass business in this 
country at the expense of the American 
taxpayers. Instead of creating jobs 
which would be productive and would 
help support the Government, this bill 
would dry up jobs and the sources · of 
revenue to our Government. The bill, 
if enacted, would harass and badger 
American businessmen, even as they are 
borne down by taxes imposed to enable 
us to support the Government and to 
carry on the cold war. 

If the bill were enacted, it would dis
tort and twist the entire system of our 

·vaunted Anglo-Saxon justice, upon 
which we have become accustomed to 
rely for the maintenance of our lives and 
our liberties. The bill, if enacted, would 
inevitably result in the nationalization 
of industry and in the destruction of the 
free-enterprise system. It would create 
a preferred class in employment and in 
promotion, would generate racial con
sciousness' and hate, and would develop 
confusion and prejudice. If enacted, the 
bill would stir up national fear and bit
terness, Mr. President. 

Indeed, this bill, if enacted, would 
eventually be a · Frankenstein which 
would destroy those who seek its 
creation. 
AMERICAN RELATIONSHIPS WITH CHINA 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the body of the RECORD an article which 
appeared in the New York Herald
Tribune under date of October 16, 1942. 
The article relates to a visit whir::h Mr. 
Earl Browder made to the State D~part-

ment at that time and the discussion 
he had with Mr. Sumner Welles, then 
Under Secretary of State. 

I wish to say that following the testi
mony of Mr. Earl Browder before the in
vestigating subcommittee of the Foreign 
Relations Commission which is going 
into questions relative to the existence 
of alleged security risks in the State De
partment, Mr. Browder testified that he 
had received a message from Mao Tze
tung, the Communist leader in China, 
which he, in turn, passed on to the Gov
ernment of the United States, and which 
it was his best belief was ultimately 
brought to the attention of the Pres
ident of the United States. 

He further testified before the sub
committee to the fact that he had a con
ference with Mr. Sumner Welles, the 
Under Secretary of State, and that Mr. 
Sumner Welles had given him a state
ment which he, in turn, had passed back 
to China, to Madam Sun Yat-sen, who 
now is one of the vice chairmen of the 
Communist regime in China. 

On the afternoon of the day when that 
testimony was given, I inquired of the 
office of the Secretary of State as to 
whether or not it would be possible to 
furnish me both a copy of the message 
which Mr. Browder purportedly had re
ceived from Mao Tze-tung and also a 
copy of the memorandum which had 
been presented to Mr. Browder for 
transmission to China. 

I did not receive the information, so I 
took it upon myself personally to call Mr. 
Dean Rusk, who now is the Assistant 
Secretary of State in charge of Far East
ern Affairs. He promised to look into 
the matter for me. 

He has given me a verbal report in 
which he says that to date they have not 
been able to find a copy of either mes
sage. However, he referred me to the 
New York Herald Tribune of the date I 
have mentioned, and also to one other 
publication in which I might find some 
information. 

Mr . . President, let me say that I think 
this is a rather unusual way for a United 
States Senator to be informed of what 
transactions took place between the Gov
ernment of the United States and at 
that time the head of the Communist 
Party in this country. 

Nevertheless, since the Assistant Sec
retary of State in charge of Far Eastern 
Affairs had referred me to the article in 
the New York Herald Tribune, I sent to 
the Library of Congress, had the volume 
delivered to my office, and had my office 
copy the article in question, which is the 

.one I have asked and received unanimous 
consent to have printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. President, I intend to pursue this 
matter further, because I think it is a 
part of the American history which ap
parently was overlooked in presenting, 
by means of the China white paper, 
what was supposed to be a .comprehen
sive view of American relationships with 
China over the past number of years. 

Along with this--
Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, will 

the Senator yield for a question? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. CAIN 

in the chair). Does the Senator from 

California yield to the Senator from 
Missouri? 

Mr. KNOWLAND. I yield. 
Mr. DONNELL. When the Senator 

referred to having asked and received 
consent to have the article printed in the 
RECORD, was he under the impression 
that while the Senator now speaking was 
in the cpair, that consent was given? 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Yes, I thought it 
had been given. 

Mr. DONNELL. I may say that I do 
not think it was. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Then I now ask 
unanimous consent that the article to 
which I have referred be printed at this 
point in the RECORD, as a part of my re
marks, following my preliminary state
mml · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD 
as follows: ' 

[From the New York Herald Tribune of 
October 16, 1942] 

BROWDER SAYS HE ERRED ON UNITED STATES 
ROLE IN CHINA-REVEALS WELLES CALLED 
HIM IN AND REFUTED CHARGE OF BLOCKING 
UNITY OF WAR 

Earl Browder, general secretary of the Com
munist Party in the United States, issued a 
statement yesterday at his office, 35 East 
Twelfth Street, retracting without reserva
tion charges he made in the Sunday, October 
4, issue of the Worker, Communist organ, 
to the effect that reactionary officials of the 
State Department were hindering the war 
effort in China. 

In that October 4 issue of the Worker Mr.". 
Browder wrote in part: 

"I charge that powerful appeasement forces 
1n the State Department in Washington are 
deliberately withholding 1,000,000 of the most 
effective soldiers in Asia, keeping them out 
of the fight against the Japanese and thereby 
releasing that many Japanese soldiers for 
action against our boys in the South Pacific." 

Mr. Browder wrote that "it is on the ad
vice of reactionary officials in the State De
partment that Chiang Kai-shek is keeping 
his best armies out of the war." He charged 
that the Chinese armies under Gen. Hu 
Chung-han and Gen. Tank En-po, totaling 
almost 1,000,000 men, "the best equipped and 
trained in all China," were "being confined 
to blockading the Chinese Communist armies 
and territories because the State Department 
in Washington has informed Chunglring's 
representatives that our Government would 
be displeased if complete unity was estab
lished in China between the Kuomintang 
and the Communists." 

In his retraction, which he read to re
porters yesterday, Mr. Browder said: "Upon 
the invitation of Mr. Sumner Welles, the 
Under Secretary of State, I visited him in his 
office on October 12 in company with Mr. 
Robert Minor (member of the national com
mittee of the Communist Party) and heard 
from him and from Mr. Lauchlin Currie, ad·
ministrative assistant to the President, a de
tailed refutation of my charges in this re
spect. 

"The information received from Mr. Welles 
and Mr. Currie convinced me that my charges 
had been made on the ·basis of incomplete 
information. I believe it is established that 
no responsible official of the State Dapart
ment is contributing to disunity in China 
and that the policy of the United States Gov
ernment is being exerted in the opposite di
rection. I am therefore happy to retract 
those charges without reservation." . 

Mr. Browder said he had a 45-minute visit 
with Mr. Welles at the latter's invitation. 
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He declined to state what information led 
him to write his October 4 story, which car
ried the page 1 heading: "Browder accuses 
State Department clique. It hampers our 
war in Pacific, Europe." 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, 
since that time great changes have taken 
place. 

I now ask unanimous consent to have 
printed at this point in the RECORD-it 
is simply a coincidence that this article 
also comes from the New York Herald 
Tribune-an article which appeared in 
the New York Herald Tribune of May 8, 
with a date line of Hong Kong, May 7. 
The article is by Christopher Rand, the 
well-known foreign correspondent. The 
heading of the article is "Nationalists 
face def eat by Soviet planes. Russian
piloted jets seen ready to aid in crush
ing obsolete Formosa craft." 

Mr. President, I now submit the article 
for printing in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 
NATIONALISTS FACE DEFEAT BY SOVIET PLANES

RUSSIAN-PILOTED JETS SEEN READY To Am 
IN CRUSHING. OBSOLETE FORMOSA CRAFT 

(By Christopher Rand} 
HoNG KONG, May 7.-The best information 

now coming from the Chinese mainland in
dicates that the Nationalist air force, at 
Formosa, is already outclassed by the new 
air force which Soviet Russia has put at the 
disposal of the Chinese Communists. Bar
ring intervention by some foreign power, 
such as the United States, it is possible that 
the Nationalist air force will soon and sud
denly be destroyed. After that, a Red con
quest of Formosa should be easy. 

In late April, there were about 30 Russian 
jet planes in the Shanghai area. They were 
the latest models, produced during the last 
year or two and believed to have a cruising 
speed of 350 miles an hour, with perhaps a 
top speed of 500 miles an hour. 

The best planes the Nationalists can use 
against them are wartime American P-51 
Mustangs, which have a cruising speed of 
250 miles an hour and a top speed of 350 miles 
an hour. It is doubtful that a meeting be
tween the two could be called a contest. 
The jets are expected to eliminate the Mus
tangs promptly if they meet. 

It is believed generally that the jets have 
Russian pilots. So far as is known, they have 
carefully avoided combat up to now and may 
be waiting for the Chinese to finish training. 
The whole Chinese Communist air force 
seems to be holding back for a sudden heavy 
blow in the future. 

Fifty single-engine fighter-bombers, simi
lar to the American P-47 Thunderbolts-a 
late World War II model and better than 
anything the Nationalists have--have also 
been reported in the Shanghai area. It is 
believed that these are piloted by Chinese. 

These planes are in addition to the few of 
Japanese design-fighters known during the 
Pacific war by the American code names of 
Zeke and Oscar-which have been seen in 
Ch ina. Russian bombers are also expected 
at Shanghai, but it is not known when. Nor 
is it known whether Chinese crews are being 
train ed for them. 

There has apparently been a large Rus
sian training program for Chinese Commu
nist air-force personnel since last fall, prin
cl.pally, it is believed, in northern Manchuria, 
in a triangle formed by Harbin, Kiamusze, . 
and Mutankiang. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. So, Mr.- President, 
a little more than 7¥2 years have elapsed 
since th~ first article I have submitted 

appeared on October 16, 1942, when 
Mr. Earl Browder was helping to lay the 
groundwork for the destruction of the 
National Government of China and for 
the benefit of the Communist regime in 
that country, down to the article which 
appeared today in the New Yorl{ Herald 
Tribune, wherein it is said that the Soviet 
Government is now supplying jet planes 
for the ultimate destruction of what is 
left of the Republic of China. I think 
this information is of vital interest to 
the Senate and to the country. 
NOMINATION OF JOHN W. KERN TO TAX 

COURT-PROCEDURE IN NOTIFYING 
THE PRESIDENT OF CONFIRMATIONS 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, I desire 
to call the attention of the Senate to 
certain matters which ultimately will be 
appropriate for consideration in connec
tion with the Executive Calendar of the 
Senate. I appreciate that the Senate is 
not now in executive session, but I think 
it advisable that the attention of the 
Senate be directed to these matters. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent that the remarks which I am about 
to make shall not be charged to me as a 
speech on the motion to take up for con
sideration of the bill, S. 1728, as my re
marks will relate in no wise to that 
subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, on 
April 20, 1950, there were received by 
the Senate the nominations of Charles 
R. Arundell, of Oregon; John W. Kern, of 
Indiana; and Clarence V. Opper, of New 
York, to be judges of the Tax Court of 
the United States for terms of 12 years 
from June 2, 1950. These gentlemen, 
were the recipients of reappointments at 
the hands of the President to the offices 
which they had previously occupied, and 
are yet occupying, according to my 
understanding, under earlier appoint
ments. 

The date of April 20, 1950, was on a 
Thursday of the week. The nomina
tions, as I understand from later allu
sions, were ref erred to the Committee 
on Finance of the Senate, on April 20, 
1950. Rule XXXVIII of the Senate pre
scribes that the final question on a 
nomination shall not be put on the day 
on which it is reported by a committee, 
unless by unanimous consent. 

On April 25, 1950, Tuesday of the next 
week, the three nominations were re
ported favorably from the Committee on 
finance. On the same day, April 25, 1950, 
the nominations were by unanimous 
consent confirmed, and it was announced 
by the Vice President, "The President 
will be immediately notified of the 
confirmations." 

Mr. President, I hope that I may have 
the ear at this moment of the senior 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. GEORGE] be
cause of my reference at this moment to 
a matter in which he was engaged on 
that day, 

By reference to page 5679 of the CON
GRESSIONAL RECORD of April 25, 1950, it 
will be observed that it was the senior 
Senator from Georgia, the distinguished 
chairman of the Senate Committee on 
Finance, who reported favorably from 

the Committee on Finance the nomina
tions of the -three gentlemen whose 
names I have previously given. The dis
tinguished Senator from Georgia pointed 
out· that "each of these judges is now 
in service, and has been in service for 
quite a length of time." He further 
stated: 

They have been endorsed by the Senators 
from the States from which they come, and 
since the court has an enormous volume of 
work before it, and has to assign hearings in 
different parts of the country, it is of course 
proper and advisable, and almost necessary, 
that the nominations of these present judges 
be confirmed at the earlie~t possible time in 
order that they may go to the various parts 
of the country to which they have been 
assigned. 

The distinguished Senator from Geor
gia pointed out that the nominations of 
these three judges, all of whom are now 
in service, as I have said, were unani
mously reported favorably by the Com
mittee on Finance, that "no objection 
has been filed," and that he, the Senator 
from Georgia, therefore asked "unani
mous consent that, as in executive ses
sion, the nominations may be presently 
considered, and, if confirmed, that the 
President be notified at once." 

The Vice President thereupon in
quired, "Is there objection?" Where
upon, the junior Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. WHERRY] said: 

Mr. President, will the distinguished Sen
ator from Georgia tell the Members of the 
Senate whether it is absolutely necessary 
that the judges be confirmed today, rather 
than that the nominations take the regular 
procedure? 

The Senator from Georgia replied as 
follows: 

I am able to say that it is very proper. 
The chief judge has advised me that assign
ments have already been made, but that the 
judges would hesitate to go to hear cases, 
or he would hesitate to request them to go, 
until their nominations were acted upon. 

The Senator from Georgia further 
said: 

I, therefore, think it is necessary that the 
Senate act at this time. 

The Senator from Nebraska thereupon 
inquired as follows: 

Was there a full membership present when 
the unanimous reports were ordered by the 
committee? 

Mr. President, with the permission of 
the Senate, I shall read the colloquy 
which ensued: 

Mr. GEORGE. A reasonably full membership. 
Mr. WHERRY. So that the distinguished 

Senator would say there was no opposition? 
Mr. GEORGE. There was no opposition. 

This is the fourth appointment on the bench 
of Judge Arundell; Judge Opper, of New York, 
I think, has received t wo appointments; and 
Judge Kern, of Indiana, has also served two 
terms, or is serving his second term. He is 
now the presiding judge of the court. 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I shall de
part from my regular course about confirma
tions of appoint ees. I still maintain that the 
nominations of all judges of civil courts 
should follow the regular procedure. I 
stated once on the Senate floor, and I wish to 
repeat, that when it comes to the appoint
ment of Federal judges, who hanqle the Judi
cial procedure in the courts, their nomina
tions should follow the regular order. But 
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in view of the statement of the distinguished 
Senator from Georgia, for whom I have the 
profoundest respec(;, in the emergent situa
tion he sets forth I shall not interpose objec
tion at this time, and therefore do not object 
to the immediate consideration of the 
nominations. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I thank the 
Senator. I would not m ake this request if 
the judges were not already in service, and if 
they had not heretofore been confirmed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. WithGUt objection, 
the clerk will state the nominations. 

The legislative clerk read the nomination 
of John W. Kern, of Indiana, to be a judge of 
the Tax Court of the United States. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, 
the ·nomination is confirmed. 

The legislative clerk read the nomination 
. of Charles R. Arundell, of Oregon, to be a 
Judge of the Tax Court of the United States. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Withcut objection, 
the nomination is confirmed. 

The legislative clerk read the nomination 
of Clarence V. Opper, of New York, to be a 
judge of the Tax Court of the United States. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, 
the nomination is confirmed; and, without 
objection, the President will be immediately 
notified of the confirmations. 

Mr. President, I desire to state at this 
point that nothing which I have hereto
! ore said or shall hereafter say is in
tended in · even the remotest extent as 
being critical of the Committee on Fi
nance or of its distinguished chairman, 
the senior Senator from Georgia, for 
whom, as he well knows, I have the 
highest regard. I am sure that the 
committee and the Senator, as the 
chairman of that committee, acted in 
utmost good faith and with the utmost 
feeling that the facts justified the action 
taken. 

Mr. President, on April 27, 1950, the 
senior Senator from Missouri received at 
his office a letter dated April 20, 1950, 
from Mr. 0. 0. Owens, suite 1002, 
Thompson Building, Tulsa, Okla. The 
Chair will observe the date of the letter, 
April 20, 1950. I hold in my hand the 
envelope transmitting the letter, which 
is postmarked "Tulsa, April 25, 4:30 
p. m., 1950, Oklahoma." The explana
tion of the difference in the date of the 
letter and that of the postmark will be 
the subject of later mention in one of 
the letters which I shall present. The 
letter from Mr. Owens, dated April 20, 
1950, reads as follows: 

TuLSA, OKLA., April 20, 1950. 
Hon. For.REST C. DONNELL, 

United States Senator, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR DONNELL: The top person
nel of the Bureau of Internal Revenue shapes 
that Bureau's policies to the typical Com
munist p8,ttern, directs its procedure accord
ingly, and uses that Bureau as an engine 
of destruction against citizens who expose 
the conspiracies, the frauds and other com
munistic types of corruption employed by 
,officers, agents, attorneys, and other repre
sentatives of that Bureau. 

About February 10 last you should have 
received by first-class mail a copy of the 
enclosed brochure (petition)-

Mr. President, I pause to say that I 
received with this letter, dated April 20, 
1950, the brochure or petition to which 
Mr. Owens referred. I continue with the 
reading of the letter-
the first 16"pages of which concisely describe 
the Communist type of conspiracies and 
frauds employed in a particular case . while 

pending before the Board of Tax Appeals to 
rob a taxpayer. Without doubt, simUar 
methods have been employed in hundreds of 
other instances to intimidate, to punish or 
to destroy. 

The purpose of this letter is to advise you 
that the member of the Board of Tax Ap
peals-now the United States Tax Court
who permitted himself and his office to be 
used to effectuate the typical Communist 
types of conspiracies and frauds described 
in the enclosed brochure was John W. Kern, 
now presiding judge of the United States 
Tax Court. 

I am informed the term of his appoint
ment will expire June 1 next-less than 60 
days hence. Anticipating his reappointment, 
I desire to timely protest Senate confirma
tion because of his proved and demonstrated 
lack of ability and integrity or, worse, his 
demonstrated willingness to permit himself 
to be used as the dupe and pawn or his 
office to be used as the tool of a Communist
type conspiracy to rob a taxpayer and to 
destroy a citizen who resisted and exposed 
the conspiracies and frauds of officers, at
torneys, agents, and other representatives of 
the Bureau of Internal Revenue. The irref
utable record, evidence, and proof of such 
conspiracies and fra1;1ds has been preserved
and cannot be destroyed or suppressed by 
Communists in an investigation. 

I sincerely hope you will take time to read 
the enclosure-at least the first 17 pages of 
it; that you will demand and support an 
investigation of the Bureau of I~ternai Rev
enue, and that you will prevent confirma
tion of the reappointment of John W. Kern 
to the United States Tax Court. 

Very truly yours, 
0 . 0. OWENS. 

l.14r. President, as indicated, this letter 
was received by me 2 days after the con
firmation of the nomination had oc
curred. On the day following its receipt. 
namely, April 28, 1950, I wrote to Mr~ 
Owens a lette~ · as follows: 

Mr. 0. 0. OWENS, 
Tulsa, Okla. 

APRIL 28, 1950. 

DEAR MR. OWENS: This acknowledges re
ceipt of your letter, April 20, 1950, and of 
the petition which arrived with the above
mentioned letter. Although your letter is 
dated April 20, it and the petition were con
tained in envelope postmarked April 25 and 
reached my office yesterday afternoon. The 
nomination of John W. Kern t9 be. a judge 
of the Tax Court of the United States .for a 
term of 12 years from June 2, 1950, was con
firmed by the Senate on April 25, 1950. 

Thanking you for communicating with 
me, I am, 

Yours very truly, 
FORREST C. DONNELL. 

Mr. President, a telegraphic message 
was received at my office on May 1, 1950, 
reading as follows, omitting, of course, 
the numbers, and so forth, which appear 
at the top of the message: 

TULSA, OKLA., May 1, 1950. 
Hon. FORREST c. DONNELL, 

United States Senator, 
Senate Office Building, 

Washington, D. 0.: 
Answering your letter 28th in re confirma

tion appointment of Kern to Tax Court, 
please be advised I wrote identical letters to 
each Member of Senate about him. All were 
dated 20th instant but were mailed as pre
pared. February 8 last I mailed to each 
Member of Senate and House a copy of peti
tion. On same date I mailed extra copies of 
petition to Secretary of Senate, to Senate 
Finance Committee, to Senate Appropria
tions Committee, to Clerk of House, and to 
Ways and Means and Appropriations Com
mittees of House. Later I received letter 

dated February 14 from Leslie L. Bifil.e read
ing, "The copies of your petition have been 
received and have been placed before the 
proper people." 

I spent first 2 weeks of March in Washing
ton interviewing Members of Senate and 
House, but, unfortunately, failed to contact 
you. Senator BRICKER suggested subcommit
tee of Committee on Executive Expenditures 
should investigate the matter. His secretary, 
Mr. Minor, arranged a conference for me. 
Left copies of petition and supporting rec
ords with Mr. Flannagan, of subcommittee, 
who advised he would investigate soon as 
possible. I also called at office of Secretary 
of Senate and requested advice as to what 
was meant by statemen~ "Proper people," in 
above-mentioned letter. Was advised meant 
proper committee. 

I take CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. Watched it 
diligently for Kern's nomination. When it 
did not appear before 20th instant I p;:epared 
my protest that day, stating anticipated it. 
Four days are required for delivery of RECORD 
here. RECORD for 20th received morning 25th. 
RECORD for 25th and your letter and letters 
from Senators BREWSTER and MAYBANK re
ceived in same mail today. Yesterday re
ceived letters frnm Senators BRIDGES, GIL
LETTE, and ROBINSON. None but you knew of 
confirmation. The nomination was filed with 
the Senate April 20. 

Have examined RECORD for 25th. Page 5679 
clearly reveals Senator GEORGE was deceived 
by Kern's false representations of the ur
gency of confirmation which was presented 
for Senate consideratioµ without proper 
committee consideration. The reasons as
signed for the urgency are ridiculous in rela
tion to Kern, who is presiding judge of Tax 
Court, and, as such, I understand does not 
hear cases outside Washington. His conduct 
in this matter is typical of and consistent 
with his conduct complained of in my peti
tion and my letter of the 20th instant. His 
false representations to and his deceiving 
Senator GEORGE in this matter with them
selves should be sufficient to justify recon
sideration by Senate of his confirmation and 
allowing time for hearing protest. 

The RECORD also demonstrates Sena tor 
WHERRY was suspicious of the unusual haste 
and speed and relied solely on Senator 
GEORGE'S assurances, which in turn were 
based entirely upon Kern's own statements, 
obviously designed to procure his own con
firmation before objections and protests he 
anticipated would be filed could be consid
ered. I regard Kern's tactics as an outrage 
and his confirmation obtained by deception 
a calamity. It seems to me the Senate can 
reconsider its action any time before Kern 
begins serving his new term. Please wire 
collect if such action can be taken. Please 
show this wire to Senator WHERRY. I made 
several unsuccessful attempts to personally 
contact him while in Washington in March. 

0. 0. OWENS. 

Mr. President, subsequent to the re
ceipt of the telegraphic message which 
I have read I conferred with the junior 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. WHERRY], 
the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
MILLIKIN], who is the ranking member 
on the Republican side of the Commit
tee on Finance, and the distinguished 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
GEORGE]. I also spoke very briefly, with
out going into the details of the case, but 
mentioning the general point which Mr. 
Owens had in mind, with the junior 
Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. KERR]. 

I have caused to be made, Mr. Presi
dent, an examination of two cases which 
involve the subject matter of what Mr. 
Owens has referred to, the cases of 
Owens v. The Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue (125 Fed. 2d 210), circuit court 
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of appeals, and Owens v. U. S. <176 Fed. 
2d, 69,2) , circuit court of appeals. I 
have had certain telephone conversa
tions with Mr. Owens, confined to May 
4, 5, 6, .and 7. In conversation over the 
telephone, on May 5, I suggested that 

· Mr. Owens send to me an -affidavit with 
respect to the subject matter. 

I received on Sunday, May 7, a letter 
from Mr. Owens, dated l\1ay 5, . 1950, 
which was contained in an envelope 
postmarked "May 5, Tulsa, Okla., 9:30 
p. m." The letter reads as follows: 

TULSA, OKLA., May 5, 1950. 
Hon. FORREST c. DONNELL, 

United States Senator, 
Senate Office Building, 

- Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR SENATOR: Pursuant to your re

quest, I enclose herewith an affidavit con
cisely stating what I think are the most 
essential facts-you and the other Senators 
would like best to know-iri support of my 
petition to Congress for an in~estigation of 
the Bureau of Internal Revenue, and also 
in support of my request that the precipitous 
confirmation by the Senate of the reappoint
ment of John W. Kern to the United States 
Tax Court for another 12-year term begin
ning June 2, 1950, be reconsidered by the 
Senate and a full investigation of the charges 
made. 

The enclosed affidavit was hurriedly pre
pared because q~ the necessity of promptly 
mailing it so that you will receive it tomor
row (Saturday), the 6th instant. I could 
have given many more facts and details, but 
to have done so would have prevented com
pl~ti~:m of th~ affidavit in sufficient time for 
it to reach you tomorrow. . 

You indicated that if I desired I might 
·s·end ·copies of the affidavit to some of th~ 
other Senators. Since you did not identify 
any certain Senators, I have mailed a copy 
Of the affidavit to Senators WALTER F. GEORGE, 
SCOTT W. LUCAS, CLYDE R. HOEY, ROBERT S. 
KERR, FRANCIS J. MYERS, JOHN W. BRICKER, 
EuGENE D. Mn.LIKIN, OWEN BREWSTER, and 
STYLES BRIDGES, with an appropriate covering 
letter of transmittal to each. 

If you have any doubt about the accurate
ness or correctness of any statement con
tained in this affidavit, you are a<;lvised that 
every statement made has already been 
proved and established by official records and 
other documents and that neither the Com
missioner of Internal Revenue before the 
Board and later before the circuit court nor 
the United States Government has ever 
denied a single allegation of fraud nor 
attempted to refute the proof. 

I had numerous extra copies of the 800-
page record, filed in the court of appeals, 
printed for the specific purpose of having 
all of the proof readily available for a con
gressional investigation. 

Yours very truly, 
0. 0. OWENS. 

Mr. President, I hold in my hand the 
affidavit to which reference is made. It 
was subscribed and sworn to by 0. 0. 
Owens before William G. Tobler-I be
lieve the name is-notary public, on 
May 5, 1950, the commission of Mr, 
Tobler expiring on J anuary 16, 1954. 
The affidavit is approximately nine pages 
in length, and is double spaced. Among 
other things, it contains this language: 

Affiant further states that the said John 
W. Kern, now presidirig judge of the United 
States Tax Court, in hfa capacity as a ... mem
ber of the Board of Tax· Appeals, wilfully, 
knowingly, fraudulently, and ,corruptly based 
his opinion and decision-purporting to sus• 
tain said deficiency in affiant's income tax 
for 1920 in an amount of $28,260.61-upon 

the pretended, but falsely stated, facts of 
affiant's case which said John W. Kern knew 
were false and falsely stated, and which he 
also knew had been fraudulently stipulated 
to be the facts of affiant's case; that only by 
using such falsely stated and fraudulently 

.. stipulated facts in lieu of what he knew were 
the true facts proved and established by 
documentary evidence in affiant's case could 
the said John W. Kern render an opinion and 
decision adverse to affiant and in favor of 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue; that 
the said. John W. Kern's opinion and some of 
his findings of fact were knowingly, wilfully, 
and corruptly based upon the aforesaid 
fraudulently stipulated, falsely stated facts; 
that said John W. Kern's knowingly and wil
fully substituting the facts stated in the 
opinion of the Circuit Court of' Appeals in 
Commissioner v. Owens (78 F. 2d 768) which 

"he, the said Kern, knew was based also upon 
such fraudulently stipulated, falsely stated 

-facts demonstrates said John W. Kern is so 
lacking in integrity that he is unqualified to 
sit or serve on the United States Tax Court. 

Affi.ant further states that the reasons 
assigned by the said John W. Kern to the 
Honorable Senator WALTER F. GEORGE for the 
necessity of immediate confirmation of his 
reappointment, as reflected on page 5679 of 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of the proceedings 
of the Senate on April 25, 1950, are ridiculous 
and deceptive, and were a fraud upon the 
Honorable Senator WALTER F. GEORGE, and 
upon other members of the Senate Finance 
Committee and upon the entire membership 
of the Senate, and were designed to procure 
confirmation of his reappointment before 
the Members of the Senate or the Senate 
Finance Committee could have time or op
portunity to review affiant's petition then 
and therefore on file with the secretary of 
the Senate and with each and every Member 
of the Senate; that such conduct is typical 
of and is consistent with the fraudulent con
duct of said John W. Kern, as hereinabove 
described, and his knowingly substituting 
fraudulently stipulated, falsely stated facts 
for what he knew were the true facts of 
affiant's case; that such deception of and 
fraud upon the Senate Finance Committee 
and upon all the Members of the Senate, 
within themselves and standing alone, dem
onstrate sald John W. Kern is corrupt, that 
the confirmation of his reappointment should 
be reconsidered and a hearing should be held 
upon affiant's petition on file with the Sen
ate. Further affiant saith not. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
that the entire affidavit, from which I 
have read excerpts, be printed in the 
RECORD at this point as part of my re
marks. 

There being no objection, the affidavit 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

AFFIDAVIT 
STATE OF OKLAHOMA, 

County of Tulsa, ss: 
0. O. Owens, of lawful age, being first duly 

sworn, deposes and states that heretofore, 
on February 8, 1950, he maiied to the Secre
tary of the Senate and to the Senate Finance 
Committee several copies, and to each Mem
ber of the United States Senate and to each 
Member of the United States House of Rep
resentatives one copy of his petition cohcisely 
describing the frauds and exhibiting a forgery 
perpetrated and committed by officers, at
torneys, agents, and other representatives of 
the Bureau of Internal Revenue pursuant to 
a prolonged continuous ser_ies of conspiracies 
to extort more than $80,000 from this affiant 
in the false guise of income tax for 1920 with 
interest thereon; 

That all the facts stated in said petition 
are true; that this affidavit is furnished to 
supply additional facts and to support said 
petition. 

• 

Affiant states that notwithstanding numer
ous hearings and , court decisions the true 
·racts upon which the .deficiency in income tax 
for. 1920, referred to in affiant's aforesaid pe
tition heretofore filed with the various Mem
bers and various committees of the Congress, 
have not been considered in any hearing or 
decision of the merits of the aforesaid . de
ficiency in tax but that, on the contrary, all 
such decisions have been based upon a false 
statement of facts fraudulently prepared by 
an assistant to the chief counsel for the 
Bureau of Internal Revenue and fradulently 
stipulated by such attorney for the Bureau 
of Internal Revenue and by an unauthor
ized attorney .who fraudulently pretended to 
represent this affiant. 

Affiant furt~1er states that as a result of 
the aforesaid frauds of such attorney for the 
Bureau of Internal Revenue in conspiracy 
with said unauthorized attorney the case 
Commissioner v. Owens (78 Fed. (2d) 768) 
was decided by the Circuit Court of Appeals 
for the Tenth Circuit upon the aforesaid 
falsely stated and fraudulently stipulated 
facts. 

That after such decision had been ren
dered July 3, 1935, the Bureau of Internal 
Revenue sought to apply such falsely stated 
and fraudulently stipulated facts as the facts 
of affiant's other cases then pending before 
the :aoard of Tax Appeals; that before the 
aforesaid appeal was taken affiant discovered 
he had been defaulted in his appeals to the 
Board of Tax Appeals from deficiencies for 
the years 1920 and 1926 and was led to be
lieve that such default. and abandonment of 
his said appeals resulted from accident, · con
fusion, and mistake. 

That by diligent effort he caused to be 
procured an order of the Board of Tax Ap
peals vacating the decisions adverse to him 
in his 1920 and 1926 appeals and was fur
nished documents evidencing the fact those 
adverse decisions had been vacated, the cases 
restored to the calendar of the Board and 
allowed to pend until decision of the afore
said appeal in Commissioner v. Owens 
(supra). 

Affiant further states that long after the 
circuit court had decided the appeal in Com
missioner v. Owens, the Bureau of Inter
nal Revenue sought to enforce the de
ficiencies in tax for 1920 and 1926 in a 
proceeding denominated "settlement under 
rule 50" of the Board; that in resisting such 
attempt affiant for the fiq;t time discovered 
the unauthorized appearances and conduct 
of the unauthorized attorneys lilriefiy related 
in affiant's above-mentioned petition, here
tofore filed with all Members of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives; 

That in the course of resisting such efforts 
of the Bureau of Internal Revenue affiant dis
covered the forgery exhibited as exhibit A 
to exhibit 1 attached to his aforesaid peti
tion filed with Congress; that as a result of 
affiant's efforts the aforesaid adverse Board 
decisions in his 1920 and 1926 appeals were 
vacated by Board orders and those cases 
were restored to the Board's docket, ostensibly 
for hearing on the merits. 

Affiant further states that in the later 
hearing, ostensibly on the merits, of his 1920 
appeal the issue presented · and to be con
·sidered and decided by the Board of Tax Ap
peals · was affiant's liability for the tax as
serted by the aforesaid deficiency and, hav
ing been ostensibly relieved from the effects 
of the unauthorized appearances and acts 
of the aforesaid unal,lthorized attorneys, the 

. appearances and conduct of said unauthor
ized attorneys was no longer an issue to be 
prese~ted or to be considered and decided 
by the Board and that therefore oniy the 
facts of the various transactions upon which 
such alleged and pretended deficiency was 
based could properly be presented and as a 
result were presented by affiant for the 
Board's consideration. 
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Amant further states that in said hearing 

the Bureau of Internal Revenue defended 
said deficiency upon the sole ground of am
ant's method of accounting and reporting 
income for taxation; urged that affiant was 
on the cash basis of reporting income; that 
amant had not previously reported and paid 
tax on the principal deduction claimed by 
him for 1920 (the $75,989.20 extorted from 
amant in 1920) and, in consequence, amant 
was not entitled to take as a deduction the 
loss of such funds which the Revenue De-. 
partment insisted had not been previously 
reported. 

Affiant further states that in said hearing 
the attorney for the Bureau of Internal 
Revenue took the position arid urged that 
amant was bound by the statement of facts 
previously prepared by attorneys for the 
Bureau of Internal Revenue and stipulated 
by an assistant chief coum:el for the Bureau 
of Internal Revenue and one of the aforesaid 
unauthorized attorneys who pretended to 
represent amant. 

Affiant further states that John W. Kern, a 
member of the Board of Tax Appeals, pre
sided at said hearing ostensibly on the merits 
of amant's 1920 case; that alter amant 
pointe\1 out the erroneous and falsely stated 
statem..tnts of fact in said stipulation said 
John W. Kern required affiant to use said 
stipulation but permitted amant to correct 
same by the substitution of duly authenti
cated copies of court records and other public 
records to establish the true facts. 

That after the .true facts had been thus 
established, said John W. Kern, in preparing 
the opinion of the Board of Tax Appeals in 
said case, abandoned the true facts thus es
tablished in his presence by oftlcial records, 
and based his decision, adverse to affiant, in 
part upon the identical falsely stated facts 
previously fraudulently stipulated by an as
sistant chief counsel for the Bureau of In
ternal Revenue and by one of the aforesaid 
unauthorized attorneys who had pretended 
to represent amant. 

Affiant further states that after said John 
W. Kern rendered said memorandum opinion 
this afiiant, by proper motion, sought to have 
the same vacated or corrected; that the said 
John W. Kern changed some of his findings 
of fact which were based .upon the aforesaid 
falsely stated and fraudulently stipulated 
facts but, to avoid changing his decision to 
conform to the true facts, said John W. Kern 
willfully and corruptly substituted the same 
facts stated in, and based his decision upon, 
the aforesaid opinion of the circuit court of 
appeals in Commissioner v. Owens (78 F. (2d) 
768) (which, as above stated, was based upon 
the falsely stated fraudulently stipulated 
facts), and said John W. Kern, in deciding 
said case in a reduced amount adverse to 
amant, expressly held amant was bound by 
the aforesaid falsely stated and fraudulently 
stipulated facts and, in consequence, that 
affiant was bound by the frauds previously 
perpetrated upon him by attorneys for the 
Bureau of Internal Revenue and said un
authorized attorneys. 

Affiant further states that in rendering ])is 
decision the said John W. Kern expressly re
fused to consider or decide the facts of the 
issue of capital investment or additions to 
capital; that neverthless, on review by the 
circuit court of appeals in Owens v. Com
missioner (125 F. (2d) 210) the Commis
sioner raised the issue of capital investment 
or additions to capital, and urged that the 
amount extorted from this amant in 1920 
represented "the amount of his share of an 
increase in the purchase price of an Indian • 
allotment the title to which was then in liti
gation," nothwithstanding the record facts 
established that by final decree, which re
mained unappealed from, affiant's title to the 
land and the income therefrom, which had 
been impounded by a receiver appointed by 
a Federal court, had been quieted and per-

fected and possession had been awarded to 
· affiant on June 17, 1919. 

Amant further states that under the rev
enue acts and all the decisions of all the 
courts then and since rendered the court of 
appeals had no jurisdiction to constder the 
new issue urged by the Commissioner of In
ternal Revenue, which new issue was pre
sented because the Commissioner occupied 
an untenable position and sought to sus
tain an indefensible deficiency; that not
withstanding complete lack of jurisdiction 
and complete lack of power to make inde
pendent findings of fact, and notwithstand
ing the court's jurisdiction was limited ex
clusively to reviewing the decision of the 
Board, nevertheless the circuit court of ap
peals considered such new issue presented by 
the Commissioner, made its own independ
ent findings of the facts thereof, but avoided 
deciding the decisive question of law arising 
out of the facts so found. 

That the point of law thus raised, if de
cided, sustained affiant's contentions that 
the deficiency in controversy was utterly 
void-for the reason it was grounded upon 
the denial as a deduction from gross income 
of $75,989.20 extorted from amant in 1920 
by a public official; · 

That, after having thus made its own in
dependent findings of fact, after having 
avoid_ed deciding the decisive question of law, 
the circuit court arbitrarily affirmed the de
cision of the Board previously rendered by 
said John w. Kern and thereby held a:mant 
bound by the. effects of frauds previously 
perpetrated upon him. 

Afi:lant further states that the United 
States Supreme Court denied his petition for 
writ of certiorari from the aforesaid circuit 
court's decision; that during the next en
suing 5 years representatives of the Treasury 
Department, distinguished from the Bureau 
of Internal Revenue, repeatedly admitted 
affiant had been the victim of fraud but 
urged affiant to make an offer in compromise 
to settle said tax claim; that affiant refused 
unless the Treasury Department would stip
ulate that the determination in the first 
instance of the aforesaid deficiency had been 
fraudulent and that all subsequent conduct 
of the officers, agents, attorneys, and other 
representatives of the Bureau of Internal 
Revenue and their efforts to enforce said 
deficiency had also been fraudulent; that 
said representatives of the Treasury Depart
ment admitted affiant's position was correct 
and affiant's refusal to condone the afore
said frauds and fraudulent acts in connec
tion with said deficiency was commendable. 

Affiant further states he steadfastly re
fused to become a participant in or to con
done the aforesaid frauds or efforts to further 
conceal them; that ultimately a credit of 
$350, ostensibly paid by an unauthorized 
third party, was applied upon the aforesaid 
deficiency and thereafter, in May 1947, a suit 
in the United States District Court for the 
Northern District of Oklahoma, styled United 
States of Am'erica, Complainant, v. O. 0. 
Owens, Defendant, was filed for the purpose 
of reducing to judgment the aforesaid fraud
ulent deficiency. 

Affiant further states that in his answer 
filed in said case he pleaded all the facts of 
the frauds previously perpetrated in deter
mining said deficiency and subsequently in 
procuring Board decisions and a court deci
sion pretendedly sustaining the same; that 
the trial court sustained the Government's 
motion to strike all allegations of conspiracy 
and fraud in afilant's answer, which motion 
was premised upon the grounds and for the 
reasons that the same are redundant, im
material, impertinent, and scandalous; that 
affiant filed his amended answer and alleged 
in general terms that the aforesaid deficiency 
had been unlawfully determined in the 
first instance and thereafter unlawfully pre
tendedly sustained. 

• 

Affiant further states that his records, nec
essary to establish his defense in said suit, 
which had previously been surreptitiously 
obtarined or, stolen from bis former attorney 
of record before the Board of Tax Appeals 
and had been delivered to assistants to the 
chief counsel for the Bureau of Internal 
Revenue have never been returned to amant; 
that am.ant obtained from the trial judge an 
order authorizing him to demand of the 
Bureau of Internal Revenue and from the 
Department of Justice his own records and 
other records of the Government indispensa
ble to his defense and a,lso the testimony of 
the officers, agents, attorneys, servants, and 
employees of the Bureau of Internal Reve
nue and proceeded to Washington, D. C., for 
the purpose of obtaining such records and 
testimony; 

That attorneys in the Justice Department 
refused to recognize said order; that affiant 
was limited to the records he could obtain 
from the files of the Board of Tax Appeals 
but was unable to obtain any of the records 
in the files of the chief counsel for the 
Bureau of Internal Revenue; that affiant was 
forced to go to trial with part only of the 
records necessary for his defense; that the 
trial thereof was recessed and amant af
forded another opportunity to recover his 
own records and procure other records and 
the testimony of officers, agents, and em
ployees of the Bureau of Internal Revenue; 
that am.ant enlisted the aid of the honorable 
Senator E. H. Moore, and also made formal 
written demand upon the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue to produce such records 
and witnesses but the Commissioner of In
ternal Revenue, at all times, ignored such 
demand and suppressed all documentary 
evidence and the testimony of all witnesses 
whose testimony was indispensable to am.
ant's defense. 

Amant further states that after 7¥2 
months' recess the trial of the case was re
sumed; that in such interim affia.nt had ob
tained photostatic copies of sufficient addi
tional documents and correspondence not 
under the control of the Commissioner of In
ternal Revenue to prove and establish the 
conspiracy and frauds previously pt!rpetrated 
upon him, and the further fact that the 
Board's decision pretendedly sustaining the 
deficiency in controversy was based and 
rested upon the frauds of the aforesaid un
authorized attorneys, who pretended to rep
resent affiant, acting in conspiracy and col
lusion with the attorneys for the Bureau of 
Internal Revenue; 

That in such resumed hearing amant in
troduced such documentary proof but the 
trial.judge, who was then 111 and who about 
14 months later died from the ravages of 
cancer, without reading, examining, or con
sidering such documentary evidence imme
diately theretofore offered, made findings of 
fact favorable to the Government on amant's 
allegations of conspiracy but did not make 
findings of the facts of the frauds Which af
fiant's documentary evidence conclusively es
tablished and which the plaintiff, the United 
States of America, made no attempt to deny 
or to refute. 

Affiant further states that the aforesaid 
trial judge, in making his findings of fact 
and in deciding the case, adopted the deci
sion of the circuit court of appeals in the 
case of Commissioner v. Owens (125 F. (2d) 
210, supra), as his decision of the case on 
trial, and held that all the issues in the 
case on trial had been previously considered 
and decided in the former appeal whereas, 
in truth and in fact, no issue of conspiracy, 
collusion, and fraud was in issue in said ap
peal; that in consequence the trial judge 
completely ignored and disregarded all the 
evidence offered-which evidence proved the 
allegations of conspiracy, collusion, and 
fraud, none of which had been denied or 
had been attempted to be refuted by the 

· Government-and in consequence affiant was 
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again held bound by all the frauds· previously 
perpetrated upon. him and further held to 
'the effect of the falsely stated facts previ
ously fraudulently stipulated as aforesaid, 

On appeal to the Court of Appeals for the 
Tenth Circuit, affiant sought to have the three 
Judges who had previously rendered the opin
ion in Commissioner v. O?pens (125 F. (2d) 
210), disqualify because the pending appeal 
put in issue the propriety and correctness 
of their former opinion, but said judges de
nied affiant's motion and proceeded to hear 
the case which affiant orally argued; that 
thereafter, in its opinion Owens v. United 
States (177 Fed. 2d 692) the court made glar
ing misstatements of the record facts and, 
after conceding that the stipulation of the 
facts previously made by counsel for the 
Commisstoner of Internal Revenue and one 
of the unauthorized attorneys might be in
correct, the court held: 

"Conceding that such stipulation might 
have been incorrect, it is of no moment here 
since the Board specifically found that it was 
unauthorized in its order vacating its prior 
opinion, and restored the case to the cal
endar for another hearing in due course. 
The subsequent decision of the Board re
determining the deficiency was rendered 
after a full hearing, at which revised stipu
lations and evidence were adduced by the 
taxpayer and the Commissioner." 

Notwithstanding the _record facts before 
the court demonstrated that after such "re
vised stipulations and evidence were adduced 
by the taxpayer and the Commissioner" the 
Board (Kern) had ignored such stipulations 
and evidence of the true facts and had re
·sorted to the identical falsely stated facts, 
fraudulently stipulated by counsel for the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue and one 
of the aforesaid unauthorized attorneys as 
the basis for its decision sustaining the 
deficiency in controversy. 

Affiant further states that by such court 
opinion in- Owens v. United States (177 F. 
2d 692) , he was again held bound by the 
frauds of the unauthorized attorneys, who 
pretended to represent him before the Board 
of Tax Appeals, in conspiracy with attorneys 
for the Commissioner of Internal Revenue; 
that his case has never been decided upon 
its true facts notwithstanding the several 
court decisions that have been rendered; 
that as a result of the aforesaid conspiracies 
and the frauds perpet_rated pursuant thereto 
affiant is now held liable for the fraudulently 
determined deficiency in tax of $28,260.61 
with interest thereon at 6 percent for more 
than 24 years, · making a total of almost 
$100,000. 

Affiant further states that the said John 
W. Kern, now presiding judge of the United 
States Tax Court, in his capacity as a mem- . 
ber of the Board of Tax Appeals, willfully, 
knowingly, fraudulently and corruptly based 
his opinion and decision-purporting to _sus
tain said deficiency in affiant's income tax 
for 1920 in · an amount ·of $28,260.61-upon 
the pretended, but falsely stated, facts of 
affiant's case which said John W. Kern knew 
were false and falsely stated, and which 
he also knew had been fraudulently stipu
lated to be the facts of affiant's case; that 
only by using such falsely stated and fraudu
lently stipulated facts in lieu of what he 
knew were, the true facts proved and estab
lished by documentary evidence in affiant's 
case could the said John W. Kern render an 
opinion and decision adverse to affiant and 
in favor of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue; that the said John W. Kern's opin
ion and some of his findings of fact were 
knowingly, willfully, and corruptly based 
u'.pon the aforesaid -fraudulently stipulated, 
falsely stated facts; that said John W. Kern's 
knowingly and willfully substituting the 
facts stated in the opinion of the circuit court 
of appeals in Commissioner v. Owens (78 F. 
2d 768) which he, the said Kern, knew was 
based also upon such fraudulently stipulated 

falsely stated facts demonstrates said John 
W. Kern is so lacking iii integrity that lie is 
unqualified to sit or serve on the United 
States Tax Court; 

Affiant further states that the reasons as
signed by the said John W. Kern to the Hon. 
orable Senator WALTER F. GEORGE for the ne
Qessity of immediate confirmation of his re
appointment, as reflected on page 5679 of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of the proceedings of 
the Senate on April 25, 1950, are ridiculous 
and deceptive, and were a fraud upon the 
Honorable Senator WALTER F. GEORGE, upon 
the other members of the Senate Finance 
Committee, and upon the entire membership 
of the Senate, and were designed to procure 
confirmation of his reappointment before 
the Members of the Senate or the Senate 
Finance Committee could have time or op
}>ortunity to review affiant's petition then 
and theretofore on file with the Secretary 
of the Senate and with each and every Mem
ber of the Senate; that such conduct is 
typical of and is consistent with the fraudu
lent conduct of said John W. Kern, as herein
above described, and his knowingly substi
tuting fraudulently stipulated falsely stated 
facts for what he knew were the true facts 
of affiant's case; that such deception of and 
fraud upon the Senate Finance Committee 
and upon all the Members of the Senate, 
within themselves and standing alone, dem
onstrate said John W. Kern is corrupt, that 
the confirmation of his reappointment 
should be reconsidered, and a hearing should 
be held upon affiant's petition on file with 
the Senate. Further afllant saith not. 

o. 0. OWENS. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me the 

undersigned Notary Public this 5th day of 
May, 19EO. 

(SEAL) WM. G. TOBLER, 
Notary Public. 

My commission expires January 16, 1954. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, subse
quent to the mailing of the affidavit and 
letter dated May 5, 1950, Mr. Owens 
talked with me over the telephone. I 
think he called me, although I am not 
certain as to who originated the call. In 
the course of his conversation, which 
occurred on May 6, he informed me of 
an inadvertent omission from the affi
davit due to haste in transcription. At 
any rate, it was an inadvertent omission. 
I suggested to him that he confirm the 
statement to me over the telephone, the 
gist of which I had jotted down in pen
cil. I suggested that he confirm his 
statement to me by letter. I have re
ceived such a letter from him, which is 
dated May 6. It reads as follows: 

TULSA, OKLA., May 6, 1950, 
Hon. FORREST c. DONNELL, 

United States senator, 
Senate Office Building, 

Washington, D. C. 
My DEAR SENATOR: In my telephone con

versation with you this morning I adviSed 
you a 13-word clause had been omitted from 
the last paragraph on page 2 of my affidavit. 
Upon retranscribing the stenographic notes 
of that paragraph it developed a 19-word in
terlineation in such notes had also been 
omitted. 

When corrected the paragraph should 
read: 

Affiant further states that in the later 
hearing, ostensibly on the merits, of his 
1920 appeal the issue presented and to be 
considered and decided by the Board of Tax 
Appeals was Affiant's liability for the tax 
asserted by _the aforesaid deficiency and, 
having been ostensibly relieved from the 
effects of the unauthorized appearances and 
acts of the aforesaid unauthorized attor
neys, except as to the amount of interest, it 

~ny, due on said deficiency !or the 8 years 
and 4 months de~ay, caused by said unau
thorized attorneys, in the decision of affiant's 
appeal. the appearances and conduct of said 
unauthorized attorneys was no longer an 
issue to be presented or to be considered and 
decided by the Board and that therefore 
only the facts of the various transactions 
upon which such alleged and pretended de
ficiency was based could properly be pre
sented and as a result were presented by 
Affiant for the Board's consideration. 

Very truly yours, 
0. 0. OWENS. 

Mr. President, on April 28, 1950, an 
executive session of the Senate occurred. 
It is the only executive session of the 
Senate which has occurred since April 
25, 1950. The second day of an actual 
executive session since April 25, 1950, has 
not yet occurred. Mr. President, rule 
XXXVIII of the Senate provides, in part: 

When a nomination ls confirmed or re
jected, any Senator voting in the majority 
may move for a re-consideration on the same 
day on which the vote was taken, _ or on 
either of the next 2 days of actual executive 
session of the Senate; but if a notification 
of the confirmation or rejection of a nomina
tion shall have been sent to · the President 
befqre the expiration of the time within 
which u motion to reconsider may be made, 
the motion to reconsider shall be accom
panied by a motion to request the President 
to return such notification to the Senate. 
Any motion to reconsider the vote on a· nom
ination may be laid on the table without 
prejudice to the nomination, and shall be a 
final dlspo~ition of such motion. 

Mr. President, the day on which the 
confirmation occurred, namely, April 25, 
1950, the senior Senator from Missouri 
was absent by leave of the Senate. While 
not material, I may say, in explanation 
of my absence, that it was due to the 
fact that I had been in attendance on 
the funeral of my uncle, which occurred 
at Fairfax, Atchinson County, Mo., on 
the day previous, and I had not yet re
turned to Washington. 

I have conferred with the Parliamen
tarian of the Senate with respect to that 
portion of the rule which states that any 
Senator voting in the affirmative may 
move for reconsideration, and so forth. 
Mr. President, obviously, I did not vote, 
because I was not present. Further
more, the vote does not appear to hav~ 
been a record vote. I hope I am not 
misquoting the Parliamentarian. If I 
am, and if he will so advise me, I shall 
see to it that my statement is corrected 
either later in the afternoon or subse
quently. However, I understood from 
him that the portion of the rule which 
I read, which grants only to a Senator 
who voted in the majority the right to 
move to reconsider, applies only in a case 
where a record vote was taken. If I am 
not correct in that, I hope I shall be 
corrected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair is advised by the Parliamentarian 
that the conclusion of the Senator from 
Missouri is correct. 

Mr. DONNELL. I appreciate both the 
courtesy of the Chair and the Parliamen
tarian in so stating. I may state that 
before determining the exact course of 
conduct which I shall follow at the next 
executive session, I should like to have 
the benefit of the precedents to which 
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the Parliamentarian alluded, in order to 
determine whether I am entitled to file a 
motion. As the distinguished Parlia
mentarian has advised, I would not be 
precluded from filing a motion because 
of the fact that I was not present, inas
much as the precedents indicate that 
·the grant referred to applies only in 
cases where there is a record vote. · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair has tieen advised that the prece
dents are uniform regarding Senators 
not present at the time of voting on a 
question when a yea-and-nay vote was 
not called. 

Mr. DONNELL. I ask as a parliamen
tary inquiry, so that I may be perfectly 
clear· on the matter, does the Chair rule 
that the Senator from Missouri, although 
not present in the Senate on the 25th 
day of April 1950 at any time on that 
day, and consequently not voting with 
the majority on the nomination of Judge 
Kern, is nevertheless entitled, under rule 
XXXVIII of the Senate rules, to move a 
reconsideration of the vote by which the 
nomination was confirmed, and that his 
absence does not preclude him from the 
exercise of that right? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair so rules, on the advice of the Par
liamentarian. 

Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, it is 
my intention, therefore, on the next day 
on which shall occur an actual executive 
session of the Senate, to move a recon
sideration of the vote by which was con
firmed the n·omination of John W. Kern, 
as aforesaid, and also to cause my mo
tion for such reconsideration to be ac
companied by a motion to request the 
President to return to the Senate the 
notification to him of the confi'.rmation 
of said nomination. 
· Mr. President, the Parliamentarian 

very kindly assisted the Senator from 
Missouri, as he has done on so many 
other occasions. When I discussed this 
subject matter with him recently he 
c·alled to my attention the case of United 
States versus George Otis Smith, -286 
United States, page 6, and also kindly 
called a citation to my attention, name
ly, volume 75, part 12, of the OONGRES-

. SIONAL RECORD of June 18, 1932, at page 
13329. 

I read this porti<m of the syllabus pre
ceding the opinion in the George Otis 
Smith case, not part of the opinion, but 
the syllabus: 

Held, that when the Senate had confirmed 
the nomination and on the same day had 
by unanimous consent caused the President 
to be notified of the confirmation, and the 
President thereupon had commissioned the 
nominee and the latter had taken the oath 
and entered upon the duties of his office, 
the rules did not contemplate that the Sen
ate thereafter, within two executive sessions 
following that of the confirmation, might 
entertain a motion to reconsider the con
firmation, request return by the President of 
the notification, and upon his refusal to re
turn it, might reconsider and reject the 
nomination. 

Mr. President, I am not unmindful of 
that decision, and I desire to have the 
RECORD show at this point that in the 
George Otis Smith case, from the sylla
bus of which I have just read, it will be 

observed that the President had commis
sioned the nominee, and that the latter 
had taken the oath and entered upon the 
duties of his office, whereas in the in
stant case, while I am not advised as to 
whether the President has commissioned 
Judge Kern under the confirmation of 
April 25, 1950, obviously it is an impos
sibility that Judge Kern· could have en
tered upon the duties of his office under 
that appointment, because it will not be 
until June 2, 1950, that his previously 
existing and presently existing appoint
ment will have expired. 

Mr. President, I desire at this point 
to digress very briefly with respect to 
this subject matter. It has occurred to 
me to inquire-and I shall be very much 
pleased to have advice from time to time 
from some Senators or Senators who are 
far better informed upon the subject 
than I-as to whether the- Senate is 
adopting the course of wisdom in causing 
the President to be immediately notified 
of the confirmation of any ordinary nom
ination. There may be some situations 
in which notifications should be imme
diately sent to the President, where there 
is urgent need for his being immediately 
notified so that he can issue a commis
sion, but in the case I am discussing the 
term will not begin until June 2, 1950, 
the confirmation being on April 25. It 
occurs to me that there may be some real 
question of the Senate in the future fol
lowing the action of causing immediate 
notification to the President to be sent 
to the President. 

I raise this question, not as undertak- . 
ing to decide it at all, but it has occurred 
to me that in the event of a confirma
tion for a term of office that is to com
mence within a few days, if the notice 
of confirmation is immediately sent to 
the President after the confirmation is 
made, the Senate may be precluded , 
thereafter from the opportunity of pass
ing, on the nomination by reconsidera
tion, and thus let the President, having 
been notified, issue the commission, and 
the appointee having entered upon the 
performance of his duty, we may be con
fronted with a situation in which, under 
the George Otis Smith case, the Senate 
will be precluded from making an objec"" 
tion which might otherwise result, and 
reconsidering the nomination. 

Mr. President, digressing entirely from 
the case at hand, for the moment, I at 
least raise the caveat, so to speak, of 
whether or not the Senate should in the 
future, unless in exceptional cases, fol
low the plan of causing the President to· 
be immediately notified of a confirma
tion. 

Mr. President, I desire to state, in con
clusion, that I am not at this time deter
mining or undertaking to determine or 
expressing '· opinion upon the merits or 
charges made by Mr. Owens against 
Judge Kern. I am only asserting, as I 
do assert, that in my opinion under pres
ent circumstances the charges should be 
investigated, and that consequently a re
consideration should be had to make 
possible the investigation. 

Before I take my seat I wish to thank 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GEORGE] 
and the other Senat-ors with whom I 

have conferred, for their uniform cour
tesy and patience in discussing this mat
ter with me, which is so thoroughly 
characteristic of each of the Senators to 
whom I have referred. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that my brief state
ment-and it will be very brief-be not 
counted as a speech upon the pending 
motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. 
HENDRICKSON in the chair). Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have only this to 
say, that sometime in February, and I 
doubt not that it was about the 10th of 
February, a lengthy printed · petition 
reached the Senate Committee on Fi
nance. As chairman of the committee, 
I think I received a copy of the petition. 
I am quite sure that a petitipn was sent 
to the committee by the Secretary of 
th ~ Senate or by the Vice Pn:sident. 

The petition was, as I said, a printed 
petition, and lengthy. I immediately 
looked it over. As I now recall, it did not 
name Judge Kern. I would not say that 
it did not name him at some point in the 
petition, but it was primarily a complaint 
against the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, the Bureau of Internal Reve
nue, and the disposition of a tax matter 
in which the writer of the petition was 
interested. 

The petition did refer to a proceeding 
before the Board of Tax Appeals, the 
case having been tried many years ago." 
After I read it, I referred the petition 
to the Joint Committee on Internal Rev
enue Taxation. I referred it specifically 
to Mr. Colin Stam, who is the Chief of 
Staff of the Joint Committee on Internal 
Revenue Taxation. 

I referred the petition to Mr. Stam 
because it was a general complaint 
against the Bureau of Internal Revenue 
and the Commissioner of Internal Reve
nue with reference to the subsequent 
hearing of a case by the Board of Tax 
Appeals, and perhaps some other steps 
taken by the petitioner in order to obtain 
what he thought was justice in his 
cause. 

The petition -was signed by O. O. 
Owens, of Tulsa, Okla. I do not know 
Mr. Owens. But"at that time there was 
no nomination of any member of the Tax 
Court of the United States pending be-' 
fore the Finance Committee or in the 
Senate. In other words, the President 
had not nominated anyone. The peti
tion itself had not specifically ref erred, 
as now I recall, to Judge Kern. I am 
sure I am correct in saying that if it 
referred at all to Judge Kern it was only 
an incidental reference. Anyway, I re
f erred it to Mr. Stam, Chief of the Com
mittee Staff, for the purpose of looking 
into the complaints, and Mr. Stam, busy, 
of course, with the Ways and Means 
Committee of the House in tax matters, 
has made to me no formal report on the 
petition. Although he has made some 
report, there has been no formal report 
made. 

On April 20, the President sent to the 
Senate the names of three judges now 
serving on the Tax Court of the United 
States, among them Judge Arundell, as 
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I recall, Judge Opper, and Judge Kern. 
I caused the usual inquiry to be made 
of the two Senators from each State in- · 
valved. There was no objection to ~ny 
of those men by any Senator. On the 
contrary, I was urged by one or two 
Senators to bring the nominations before 
the Finance Committee as early as prac
ticable. That would have been done in 
any event. 

On April 25, 5 days after the nom
inations came to the Senate, and after 
the committee clerk had canvassed the 
Senators from the States involved, the 
nominations were laid before the Senate 
Finance Committee, and they were or
dered to be favorably reported to the 
Senate. As chairman of the committee 
I made the report immediately after the 
convening of the Senate on the 25th of 
April, the same day upon which the 
committee had acted. I did so for the 
reasons stated in the RECORD particu
larly, and also because, having before 
the committee the amended social-se
curity bill, House bill 6000 as it was num
bered, I found it inconvenient to be on · 
the floor very much of the time, and I 

. therefore asked for the immediate con
sideration of the nominations. The dis
tinguished Senator from Missouri has 
correctly recited precisely what hap
pended. Each of these names was laid 
before the Senate as in executive ses
sion, and each was approved by the Sen
ate, there being no actual dissent, but· 
no record vote. 

I am satisfied that the distinguished 
. Senator from Missouri might make a 
motion to reconsider by reason of his ab
sence from the Senate at that time, and 
inasmuch as he did not vote at all upon 
the matter. There would be no dispo
sition on my part to raise any question 
about it. · 

Some question might arise as to 
whether the motion would now be timely, 
On that point. I express no opinion fur
ther than to say that I have no disposi
tion to raise even that question . . 

There is only one feature about the 
matter to which I wish to call specific 
attention. Mr. Owens in his letter to me 
of April 20, which was not received until 
late in the afternoon of April 25, after 
the Senate had already confirmed the 

· nominations of the three judges to the 
United States Tax Court, for the first 
time mentioned the name of Judge Kern. 
I advised him, of course, that the Sen
ate had acted before I received his letter. 
His letter is postmarked either at Tulsa 
at 4:30 on the afternoon of April 25, or 
Washington, 4: 30 on April 25. I know it 
was after I had gone back to my office 
and had gone over to the Finance Com
mittee, and I know it was after the 
Senate had acted. 

There was no undue haste in bringing 
the nominations before the committee. 
That is the only point I wish to stress. 
Mr. Owens seems to have the impression 
that these nominations were presented 
to the committee hastily, because of the 
statement of Judge Kern that he thought 
it highly desirable to have the nomina
tions acted upon. As I now recall, I did 
not hear from Judge Kern until after the 
committee had acted. Nothing was said 

before the Finance Committee as to any 
necessity for speedy hearing upon the 
nominations. They were simply nomi
nations in course. They had run the 
regular course. They had been in the 
committee for 5 days, and there was no 
disposition to hurry the procedure, be
cause there was no objection whatever 
filed in opposition to any one of the three 
judges. Since all these judge~ had been 
confirmed on more than one occasion by 
the Senate, I anticipated no objection 
from any source. Had I received any 
specific objection to Judge Kern prior to 
the time the committee acted I would 
not have asked for immediate considera-. 
tion of the nominations. 

I wanted to make that point clear, be
cause so far as the chairman of the Sen
ate Finance Committee is concerned, I 
have no objection to a · reconsideration. 
I would not want to preclude or prejudice 
the rights of any other i\1ember of the 
Senate if he is or should be of the opin
ion that the motion now made is not 
timely. However, upon that question, as 
I have already indicated, I myself would. 
not raise any objection. 

I wished to make this statement in 
view of the record in the case. 

I believe now, Mr. President, that--
Mr. DONNELL. Mr. President, I be

lieve the Senator from Georgia is about 
to move a recess. Is he? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes. 
Mr. DONNELL. Would the Senator· 

indulge me for a moment in the interest 
of having a complete recital of the cor
respondence? I note that I omitted to 
place in the RECORD certain correspond
ence, and I ask unanimous consent that 
I may do so and that it will not be 
counted as another speech on the pend-. 
ing motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With
out objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. DONNELL. The first is a letter 
dated May 1, 1950, from 0. O. Owens to 
me, with which I also off er a copy of a 
confirmation night letter of April 30, 
1950, from him to me. And if there is 
no objection on the part of the distin
guished Senator from Georgia, I offer 
for the RECORD a copy of a letter dated 
May 1, 1950; from Mr. 0. 0. Owens to the 
Senator from Georgia, enclosed by Mr. 
Owens in his letter to me. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have no objection. 
The letter was, of course, written after 
the confirmation. 

Mr. DONNELL. Yes; it certainly was. 
Finally, a carbon copy of a letter dated 

May 1, 1950, to the Honorable A. WILLIS 
ROBERTSON, United States Senator, from 
Mr. 0. 0. Owens, and a telegram dated 
May 6, 1950, from Mr. Owens to me. 

There being no objection, the matters 
ref erred to were ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

TuLsA, OKLA., May 1, 1950. 
Hon. FORREST c. DONNELL, 

United States Senator, 
Senate Office Building, 

Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR SENATOR: I enclose herewith the 

carbon copy of the Western Union night 
letter I sent you last night and also sent to 
Senator WHERRY, nothwithstanding in my 
wire to you I requested you to show it to 
Senator WHERRY. 

I am also enclosing a carbon copy of my 
letter of. .even date in response to a letter 
from Senator GEORGE; also a carbon copy of 
my identical letter to Senators A. WILLIS 
ROBERTSON, STYLES.BRIDGES, GUY M. GILLETTE, 
BURNET R. MAYBANK and OWEN BREWSTER. 

Sincerely yours, 
0. 0. OWENS. 

TuLSA, OKLA., April 30, 1950. 
Hon. FORREST c. DONNELL, 

United States Senator, 
Senate Office Bui lding, 

Washington, D. C.: 
Answering your letter 28th in re confir

mation appointment of Kern to Tax Court 
please be advised I wrote identical let
ters to each Member of Senate about him. 
All were dated 20th instant but were mailed 
·as prepared. February 8 last I mailed to 
each 'Member of Senate and House a copy of 
petition. On same date I mailed extra copies1 

of petition to Secretary of Senate, to Senate
Fina.nce Committee, to Senate Appropriations 
Committe, to Clerk of House, and to Ways 
and Means and Appropriations Committees 
of House. Later I received letter dated Feb
ruary 14 from Leslie L. Biffie reading: "The. 
copies of your petition have been received 
and have been placed before the proper 
people." 

I spent first 2 weeks of March in Washing
ton interviewing Members of Senate and 
House but unfortunately failed to contact 
you. Senator BRICKER suggested Subcom
mittee of Committee on Executive Expendi
tures should investigate the matter. His 
secretary, Mr. Minor, arranged a conference' 
for me. Left copies of petition and support
ing records with Mr. Flannagan of subcom
mittee who advised he would investigate soon 
as possible. I. also called at office of Secretary 
of Senate and requested advise as to what 
was meant by statement "proper people" in 
above-mentioned letter. Was advised meant 
proper committee. 

I take CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. Watched it 
diligently· for Kern's nomination. When · it 
did not appear before 20th instant I pre
pared my protest that day stating antici
pated it. Four days are required for delivery 
of RECORD here. RECORD for 20th received 
morning 25th. RECORD for 25th and your let
ter and letters from Senators BREWSTER and 
MAYBANK received in same mail today. Yes
terday received letters from Senators BRIDGF.s, 
GILLETTE, and ROBERTSON. None but you 
knew of confirmation. The nomination was. 
filed with the Senate April 20. 

Have examined RECORD for 25th. Page 5679 
clearly reveals Senator GEORGE was deceived 
by Kern's false representations of the urgency: 
of confirmation which was presented for · 
Senate consideration without proper commit
tee consideration. The reasons assigned for 
the urgency are ridiculous in relation to Kern 
who is presiding judge of Tax Court and 
as such I understand does not hear cases out
side Washington. His conduct in this matter 
is typical of and consistent with his conduct 
complained of in my petition and my letter 
of the 20th instant. His false representa
tions to and 'his deceiving Senator GEORGE 
in this matter within themselves should be 
sufficient to justify reconsideration by S:m
ate of his confirmation and allowing time for 
hearing protest. 

The RECORD also demonstrates S~mator 
WHERRY was suspicious of the unusual haste 
and speed and relied soley on Senator 
GEORGE'S assurances which in turn were based 
entirely upon Kern's own statements obvi
ously designed to procure his own confirma
tion before objections and protests he antici
pated would be :filed could be considered. I 
regard Kern's tactics as an outrage and his 
confirmation obtained by deception a ca
lamity. It seems to me the Senate can re
consider its action any time before Kern 
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begins serving his new term. Please wire 
collect if such action can be taken. Please 
show this wire to Senator WHERRY. I made 
several unsuccessful attempts to personally 
contact him while in Washington in March. 

o. O . .OWENS. 

MAY l, 1950. 
Hon. WALTER F. GEORGE, 

United States Senator, 
Senate Office Building, 

Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR SENATOR: Your letter Of the 28th 

ultimo acknowledging receipt of my letter of 
the 20th, enclosing petition, protesting con
firmation of John W. Kern as judge of Tax 
Court received this morning. To avoid rep
etition I enclose herewith carbon duplicates 
of Western Union night letters I sent last 
night to Senators DONNELL and WHERRY, 
which detail my efforts and describe my 
diligence in presenting this matter to the 
Senate tar in advance of the filing with the 
Senate April 20 of the nominations of J';ldge 
Kern and two others. 

The petition forwarded February 8 last 
to you, to all the other Senators, to the Mem
bers of the House, and the extra copies of 
the petition filed with the Secretary of the 
Senate, with the Clerk of the House, and with 
the committees, including particularly your 
own Finance Committee, were identical and 
requested a thorough investigation of the 
Revenue Department, also the removal from_ 
office of all persons connected with that De
partment who had anything to do with ef
fectuating the frauds described in that peti
tion or with concealing, by the suppression 
of evidence or otherwise, the facts or such 
'frauds. Such petition also requested the 
removal from office of all others who had 
sought to protect those in the Revenue De
partment engaged in the conspiracies de
ecribed. 

I know of no way to make a stronger pro
test to the confirmation of the reappoint
ment of a particular person than to ask that 
he· 'oe removed from office for corruption in 
office. In preparing my petition I assumed 
that since the Tax Court had been given 
judicial status, whereas the Board of Tax 
Appeals had only administrative jurisdiction, 
the nomination for reappointment of any 
member of the Tax Court would be referred 
to your Senate Finance Committee and re
referred to the Senate Judiciary Committee. 

After having mailed on February 8 last 
a copy of my petition to each and every Mem
ber of the Senate and the House and 
after having spent the first 2 weeks of March 
personally contacting as many of the Sena
tors and Representatives as I could in an ef
fort to concentrate their attention on the 
charges and to enlist their support of an 
investigation, and since this matter, at Sen
ator BRICKER's suggestion, was referred in 
March to the subcommittee of the Senate 
Committee on Executive Expenditures, it 
seems to me that I have done everything that 
could be expected of a citizen to call this 
matter to the attention of Congress and to 
correct a condition injurious to all taxpayers 
and no doubt ruinous to many. 

In the face of the charges pending with 
the Senate and your own committee, and 
in the face of the tactics employed by Judge 
Kern to precipitously procure confirmation 
of his renomination, it occurs to me that if 
if the Senate will not reconsider such con
firmation and investigate the charges, the 
truth of which cannot be denied and has 
not been denied by the Revenue Depart
ment, there is no use in making further 
attempts to root the Communists out of the 
administration of our Government. 

It is immaterial to taxpayers whether 
they are robbed by the Revenue Department, 
particularly by corrupt tactics used and 
employed by the chief counsel's office and 
i;he Board of Tax Appeals, before we go 

completely communistic or whether we go 
communistic first and have our possessions 
confiscated thereafter. 

I anticipated the renominat~on of Judge 
Kern would be sent to the Senate about 
May 1. I sent my letter of the 20th and 
an additional copy of the petition to each 
Member of the Senate and the House as a 
"fresher-upper" and reminder for fear that 
my petition, having laid on file with your 
own and o'ther committees and with each 
Member of the Senate and the House since 
February 10, might be forgotten by May 
1. However, I did not anticipate that when 
the renomination of Judge Kern was re
ceived by the Senate it would be rushed 
through Senate confirmation within 5 days 
in any event, and particularly with the 
charges contained in my petition on file with 
your committee and under investigation by 
the subcommittee of the Senate Commit
tee on Executive Expenditures. 

I have carefully studied the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD for April 25 and am convinced you 
were deceived by Judge Kern. Of course not 
only Judge Kern but most others in the 
Bureau of Internal Revenue were cognizant 
of the fact my petition had been filed with 
Congress. From your own statements ap
pearing in the RECORD of the 25th it is ob
vi01~s to me that Kern used the false rep
resentations and flimsy excuses presented to 
you as a means of avoiding the customary 
hearing. · 

I regard his . deceptive tactics as a fraud 
upon you, upon the Senate Finance Commit
tee, and upon the Senate as a whole, equally 
as flagrant . as the frauds he perpetrated in 
the case described in my petition. It seems 
to me his false representations of the urgen
cy of the confirmation of his own nomina
tion should be resented by you and every 
other Member of the Senate; that the Senate 
should unanimously vote to reconsider t11e 
confirmation of Kern, and should conduct 
an investigation of his record in the light of 
his tactics and deception employed in pro
curing his confirmation. 

Sincerely yours, 
0. 0. OWENS. 

MAY 1, 1950. 
Hon. A. WILLIS ROBERTSON, 

United States Senator, 
Senate Office Building, 

Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR SENATOR: I aclmowledge receipt 

of your letter of the 27th ultimo which, in 
turn, acknowledges receipt of my letter of 
the 20th ultimo opposing the confirmation 
of John W. Kern for another term on the 
United States.Tax Court. 

To avoid repetition I enclose herewith a 
carbon duplicate pf my Western Union night 
letter sent last night to Senators WHERRY 
and DONNELL, also carbon copy of my letter 
of even date to Senator GEORGE protesting 
the itrecip1tous confirmation of Judge Kern 
on the fifth day after nomination was re
ceive:1 by the Senate. 

If the Senate will not reconsider this con
firmation and investigate the charges made 
against Judge Kern the taxpayers of this 
country-who support the Government, the 
bureaucrats, the pensioners and others "who 
toil not, neither do they spin"-had as 
well give up now and let the Communists 
take over. 

If the taxpayers are to be destroyed and 
their destroyers rewarded, the consequences 
to them will be the same as if they are de
i;troyed by the Communists. I sincerely hope 
you will exert yourself to bring about re
consideration of this confirmation and an 
investigation of the charges contained in my 
petition, the truth of which has never been 
denied by the Revenue Department. 

Sincerely yours, 
0. 0. OWENS, 

TULSA, OKLA., May 6, 1950. 
Hon. FORREST c. DONNELL, 

United States Senator, 
Senate Office Building, 

Washington, D. C.: 
At 9 tonight I mailed original affidavit by 

air mail special delivery to you and at 10 
o'clock tonight I mailed executed carbon 
duplicates of affidavit to nine other Senators 
also by air mail special delivery. All should 
be delivered tomorrow morning. 

0. 0. OWENS. 

Mr. DONNELL. I also bold in my 
hand, Mr. President, a copy of the bro
chure or petition to which Mr. Owens 
refers. In the interest of economy I am 
not offering that for printing in the 
RECORD. It is open at any time to any 
Senator or anyone else, for that matter, 
for examination, but it is somewhat 
lengthy, and I do not think it is necessary 
to encumber the RECORD with it at this 
time. 

RECESS 

Mr. GEORGE. I move that the Sen
ate stand in recess until 12 o'clock noon 
tomorrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and <at 6 
o'clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
took a recess until tomorrow, Tuesday, 
May 9, 1950, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nominations received by the 
Senate May 8 (legislative day of March 
29). 1950: 
UNITED NATIONS EDUCATIONAL, SCIENTIFIC, AND 

CULTURAL ORGANIZATION 
The following-named persons to be repre

sentatives of the United States of America 
to the Fifth Session of the General Confer
ence of the United Nations Educational, Sci
entific, and Cultural Organization: 

Howland H. Sargeant, of Rhode Island. 
George D. Stoddard, of Illinois. 
Ii:Iiss Bernice Baxter, of California. 
Isidor I. Rabi, of New Yr.irlr.. · 
George F. Zook, of Virgir.!l\. 

IN THE NAVY 
The following-named midshipmen (avia

tion) to be ensigns in the Navy, from the 2cl 
day of June 1950: 
Lee C. Anderson Eugene T. Howard 
William P. Annin Earle F. Hubacker 
Frank J. Bardecki Harold J. Hubinger 
Max G. Baumgardner Gerald Huelsbeck 
Kenneth L. Beckman George H. Irelan 
Robert H. Belter John A. Jacobs 
Ralph F. Bennie Owen A. Kidd 
William B. Bircher Georg C. Klieser 
Morton McK. Boyd II Harold H. Knight 
Robert F. Brennan Griffith H. Knoop, Jr. 
Robert S. Brown Harold R. Larson 
Gerald C. Canaan Raymond W. Littel 
James N. Carr Theodore A. Loyer 
Porter E. Clemens LeRoy H. Ludi 
Edwin M. Crow Charles R. MacDowell 
Richard E. Davis Allan E. McNally 
Raymond E. Demming, Ross A. Mathews, Jr. 

Jr. Marvin J. Miller 
Joseph J. Dupnik Donald W. Mitchell 
Alwyn L. Eisenhauer Joseph Molnar 
Raymond H. Foster George L. Nicholls 
Francis T. Gamble Frank I. Nulton 
James W. Godsllalk Raymond H. Oakes 
Howard A. Goldman Bernard T. O'Laughlin 
Joseph C. Grote Richard J. Owens 
Berkeley W. Hall Gerald "J" Parent 
James E. Halle James A. Parkes 
James R. Harrison John W. Petrick 
Allen D. Hauge Jack Q. Quinn 
James A. Helle John J. Radican 
Howard F. Hofmeister John M. Reynolds, Jr. 
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Kenneth C. Reynolds George E. Taylor 
Samuel I. Rogers, Jr. Leonard J. Treichler 
Richard N. Romkema Clyde H. Tuomela 
Robert A. Rulis Martin J. Twite, Jr. 
Arthur F. Schneider Robert J. Vollmer 
Joseph E. Sherin Francis G. Wachowiak 
Byran Mee. Smith, Jr. Robert H. Wagner 
Jack E. Speiser Philip E. Webb 
Norman E. St. Louis ·William A. Wilkinson 
Robert F. Stratton James R. Williams 

James w. Greenwood, Jr. (Naval R. 0. T. 
C.) to be an ensign in the Navy, from the 
2d day of June 1950. 

Richard L. Baker (Naval R. 0. T. C.) to be 
an ensign in the Navy, from the 2d day of 
June 1950, in lieu of ensign in the Supply 
Corps of the Navy as previously nominated. 

The following-named (Naval R. 0. T. C.) 
to be ensigns in the Navy, from the 2d day 
of June 1950, in lieu of ensigns in the Supply 
Corps of the Navy as previously nominated 
and confirmed: 
Francis B. Quinlan John B. Sherman 
Alois E. Schmitt, Jr. Max L. Washington 

The following-named (Naval R. 0. T. C.) 
to be ensigns in the Navy, from the 2d day 
of June 1950, in lieu of ensigns in the Civil 
Engineer Corps of the Navy as previously 
nominated: 
Robert G. Adams Louis Huszar, Jr. 
Lawson I. Ainsworth John P. Jaso, Jr. 
Eldon D. Aldred Seward R. Keim 
Richard L. Allen Addison H. Kermath 
Leonard L. Attwell, Jr. Kenneth E. Klotz 
Emory D. Ayers Walter S. Kmak 
Edward McC. Baty Wilbur S. Leinberry 
Gerald L. Bearer Robert H. Lindquist 
Robert L. Berg Douglas R. Lynch 
Robert T. Billington James H. McFadden 
W1lliam H. Boden, Jr. Richard 0. McNerney 
Stephen R. Caliento Lonnie A. Marshall 
Carrol A. Carr Robert W. Muery 
Edgar s. Carr, Jr. Robert C. Ockerlund 
Billy R. Catherwood John R. Patterson, Jr. 
Victor Chacho Stanley D. Penny 
Stanley L. Clewett Richard E. Powell 
James W. Deardorff Harland A. Riker, Jr. 
Paul G. Eppes Stanley H. Saulson 
Norton H. Falls . Lynn E. Schrier 
Richard W. Ferris John A. Sheffield, Jr. 
John W. Ferry Charles B. Simison 
Harold L. Goyette Porter J. Smith, Jr. 
Alfred G. Granieri Donald E. Stocking 
Elmer D. Hamann Tom D. C. Thomas 
Carl C. Hanke, Jr. Brooks F. Warner 
Kenneth E. Heidel- William B. Whalley 

berg James A. Whelan 
William B. Henderson Frank J. Young 
Richard W. Huston Richarri M. Young 

The following-named (Naval ROTC) to be 
ensigns in the Navy, from the 2d day of June 
1950, in lieu of ensigns in the Civil Engineer 
.Corps of the Navy as previously nominated 
and confirmed: 
Renato T. DiStefano, Harvey M. Soldan 

Jr. Gene F. Straube 
Byron A. Nilsson 

The following-named (Naval ROTC) to be 
ensigns in the Supply Corps of the Navy, 
from the 2d day of June 1950, in lieu of en
signs in the Navy as previously noininated: 
Lewis D. Cassell Walter P. Harris, Jr. 
Stanley Cohen John I. Harrison 
James J. Connell Theodore J. Newton, 
Theodore J. Fussell Jr. 
Lewis E. Gary Thomas C. Simons 
Jack E. Gove 

George R. Wentz (Naval ROTC) to be an 
ensign in the Civil Engineer Corl;)s of the 
Navy, from the 2d day of June· 1950, in lieu 
of ensign in the Navy as previously nomi-
nated. · 

Carl Birdwell, Jr. (Naval Reserve aviatbr), 
to be an ensign in the Navy. 

The following-named (civilian college 
graduates) to be lieutenants (junior. grade) 
1n the Dental Corps of the Navy: 

Leon L. Cepparo Rccco H. Mautone· 
Lloyd B. Chaisson William A. Ruel 
Robert W. Elliott, Jr. George E. Sanquist 
Theodore C. Enger Louis F. Snyder, Jr. 
David J. Knoedler Edward F. Sobieski 
Howard S. Kramer, Jr. Carl H. Wilkens, Jr. 
Robert F. LeGendre 

Violetta J. Kellagher to be an ensign in the 
Nurse Corps of the Navy. 

The following-named officers to the grade 
indicated in the Medical Corps of the Navy: 

COMMANDERS 

Julius M. Amberson 
Russell H. Blood 
Joseph M. C'oppoletta 

IN THE MARINE CORPS 

The following-named officer of the Marine 
Corps for permanent appointment to the 
grade of major general: 

Oliver P. Smith 
The following-named officers of the Marine 

Corps for temporary appointment to the 
grade of major general, subject to qualifica
tion therefor as provided by law: 

William E. Riley 
Robert H. Pepper 
The following-named officers of the Marine 

Corps for permanent appointment to the 
grade of brigadier general: 

Harry B. Liversedge 
Walter W. Wensinger 
The following-named officers of the Marine 

Corps for temporary appointment to the 
grade of brigadier general, subject to qualifi
cation therefor as provided by law: 
James H. Strother George F. Good, .Jr. 
Raymond P. Coffman Merrill B. Twining 
James A. Stuart 

The following-named officers of the Marine 
Corps for permanent appointment to the 
grade of colonel: 
Eustace R. Smoak 
Sidney S. Wade 
Guy M. Morrow 
Paul E. Wallace 
James F. Climie 

James M. Masters, Sr. 
William A. Kengla 
Wilbur J. McNenny 
Robert O. Bowen 

The following-named officer of the Marine 
Corps for permanent appointment to the 
grade of lieutenant colonel, subject to quali
fication therefor as provided by law: 

Marlin C. Martin, Jr. 
The following-named woman officer of the 

Marine Corps for permanent appointment to 
the grade of lieutenant colonel, subject to 
qualification therefor as provided by law: 

Pauline E. Perate 

The following-named officers of the Ma
rine Corps for permanent appointment to 
the grade of major, subject to qualification 
therefor· as provided by law: 
Albert Hartman John E. Worlund 
Robert B. Carney, Jr. John N. Swartley · 
Frank Johnson Marshall C. Gregory 
Merwin H. Sil~er- Herbert E. L. Zastrow 

thorn, Jr. Thomas L. Randall 
William L. Dick Joseph S. Gardner 
Joseph E. Fogg Robert G. McMaster 
Fred F. Harbin Herman Poggemeyer, 
Victor F. Wojcik Jr. 
John V. Downs Allen C. Hendley 
Edward L. Roberts Robert H. Twisdale 
Walter Gall Robert B. Laing 
George H. Linnemeier John W. Bowman 
John M. Walker, Jr. Richard L. Sullivan 
John G. McAllister George W. McHenry, 
Thomas D. Stockwell, Jr. 

Jr. Angus J. Cronin 
Henry M. Bourgeois William C. Chip 
George M. Faser Joseph F. Donahoe, Jr 
William M. Johnston, Morris R. Snead 

Jr. Ralph H. Spanjer 
Fred J. Gilhuly Harold A. Langstaff, 
Frank H, Brinkman Jr. 
Henry P. Huff Arthur R. Boag 

Ernest P. Freeman, Jr.John E. Hays 
Stanley S. Hughes· Archie D. Simpson 
Robert E. Kelly Donald D. Kennedy 
William Pelon John H. Carroll 
William N. Case Frank Mick 
Charles W. Korf John Lowman, Jr. 

The following-named officers of the Ma
rine Corps for permanent appointment to 
the grade of major for limited duty, subject 
to qualification therefor as provided by law: 
Ralph H. Hobbs Samuel L. Slocum 
Caryn A. Price Joseph C. Schwalke 
William F. Watson Beldon Lidyard 
George T. Perschau John F. Ricard 
Robert L. Dickey Michael J. Sisul 
Robert E. Wall Albert H. Keith · 
James P. Evans Irvin H. Elrod 
Michael J. Hogan Walter H. Eastham 
John P. Grando Raymond F. Gotko 
Arthur J. Noonan Robert G. Straine 

The folfowing-named officers of the Ma
rine Corps for temporary appointment to 
the grade of major, subject to qualification 
there.for as provided by law: 
Clarence B. Kyle James B. Shimel 
Milton D. Hill Stuart F. B. Wood 
John M. Kusiak Robert L. Williams 
Harry J. T. Ellzey Vernet R. Fitzgerald 
John K. Hogan Walter Sandusky 
George E. Wasson Donald W. Swanson 
Percy F. Avant, Jr. • Clifford A. Fairbairn 
David R. Moak Earl W. Dunsmoor 
Alfred G. Carlson Joseph :a. Madey 
Thomas A. Durham, Jr.Alan M. Stewart 
Jefferson D. Smith, Jr. Clarence S. Wick 
John I. Loy Charles W. Byers 
Frank C. Caldwell William Oberhoff 
John A. Conway Gordon L. Rea 
David W. Thomson Lester D. Cox 
Harry V. Leasure Henry L. Knopes 
David W. McFarland Nicholas P. Lengyel 
John J. Jarvis, Jr. John R. Gray 
Robert B. Prescott Dewey D. Raynor 
John T. Quinn Felix T. P. Michaelis 
Maynard w. SchmidtKenneth L. Shaw 
Carl E. Walker Wilson D. Haigler 
John L. Tobin Laurence A. Duensing 
Michael Mosteller John C. McClelland, Jr. 
Charles C. HendersonJesse L. Massey 
Frank E. Sullivan William 0. Adams 
Robert E. Baldwin Willard T. Henry 
Paul c. Trammell Frederick E. Sparling 
Horace W. Card, Jr. Frederick Bove 
Charles S. Rumbold Paul H. Mikkelsen 
Howard I. Dunlap Joe B. Wrenn 
Theodore Edwards Ralph Barefoot 
William E. Mitchell Oscar W. Cargile 
James D. Connolly Bert A. Green 
Leon E. Matthews John Smolinski 
Wayman H. Imus Bernard E. Kilday 
Clifton L. See Lawrence R. Darner 
Robert P. Warner James C. Wilson 
Roy L. Green 

The following-named women officers of 
the Marine Corps for permanent appoint
ment to the grade of major, subject to 
qualification therefor as provided by law: 

Margaret M. Henderson 
Elsie E. Hill 
The following-named officers of the Marine 

Corps for permanent appointment to the 
grade of captain: 
Edward H. Rice Richard E. Moody 
Charles W. Weitzel, Jr.Boyce L. Lassiter 
Daniel R. Kingsley George L. Wineriter 
Albert H. Risner William M. Sigler, Jr. 

The following-named officers of the Marine 
Corps for permanent appointment to the 
grade of captain for limited duty, subject to 
qualification therefor as provided by law: 
Walter P. Landis Conrad J. Morgan 
John H. Tomlinson Dudley J. Hagen 
Howard E. Morris David R. McGrew, Jr. 
Lornie Leslie Charles M. Whitley 
St. Clair Tant Russell Tarver 
Bill E. Grimes 

The following-named officers of the Marine 
Corps for temporary appointment to the 
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grade o! captain, subject to qualification 
therefor as provided by law: 
Merle G. Richard Arthm W. Ecklund 
Ralph G. Kregoski William E. Register 
William H. Beckett Lee R. Miller 
Mercer R. Smith Edward H. Walker 
Donald J. Hallameyer Paul W. Seabaugh 
John S. Perrin Geor.ge H. Cearley, Jr. 
Philip J. Keleher Owen G. Jackson, Jr. 
Gerald D. Allen Elmer J. Zorn 
Gene M. Badgley James D. Johnson, Jr. 
Richard S. Togerson John N. Snapper 
George E. Petro Wilbur 0. Nelson 
Samuel F. Martin Philip A. Davis 
John E. Purvis Daniel G. Murray 
Ralph M. Head George W. Parker 
Gilbert A. Barrett Charles T. Caldwell 
Darwin B. Pond, Jr. William P. Brown. Jr. 
Edwin T. Carlton Frank J . O'Hara, Jr. 
Paul N. Taylor Dale L. Ward 
Samuel E. Helm, Jr. Russell A. Andres 
Marvin L. Berg John DeCloud 
Joseph' T. Murphy Arthur W. Newendorp 
Harvy C. Hincltel Byron C. Allison 
Emidio Briganti John M. Jagoda 
John McCabe Thomas A. Gribbin II 
Walter J. Klimek Albert A. Grasselli 
Charles R. Leutz, Jr. George J. Collins 
Allen R. Semb George E. Mouzakis 
John F. Sutims Charles W. Egan 
Wayne E. Wolcott Charles E. Boswell, Jr. 
Kenneth T. Dykes Ra.J.ph P. Ward, Jr. 
"W" "C" Hall Robert L. Smith 
Roy J. Leite, Jr. Leland C. Ritter 
Samuel G. Beal Merlin L. Dake 
John s. Bostwick Charles R. Howe 
Edgar P. Holt Eugene W. Meyer 
Edward M. Fleming John J. Fischer 
Alfred F. McCaleb, Jr. Jack A. Miller 
Walter C. Stewart. Jr. Kenneth G. Fiegener 
Walter D. Phillips, Jr. Donald A. Panska. 
Ernest W. Payne Charles c. Angle 
Robert W. Allen Guy M. Washburn 
Bennett W. Alford Lenhrew E. Lovette 
Paul A. Schmuck, Jr. Richard J. Sullivan 
John H. Thomas Robert F. Warren 
Goodwin C. Groff Roderick J. Munro 
Ja;m~s W. Bateman Henry G. Holmes, Jr. 
William R. Gould Ruel H. Corley, Jr. 
Norman C. Wiley Harry F. Painter 
Arthur 0. Schmagel John M. McLaurin, Jr. 
Leroy A. Seipp Urban A. Lees 
John W. Sullivan William Bradford 
Richard A. Winters, Jr. Clarence H. Schmid 
Charles H. Coppedge Bernard J Stender 
Samuel "J" Griffin Charles D. Dawkins, 
Robert F. Marr Jr 
Edward D. Smith Thoi~as E. Cooney 
Harrel~· Job~ Lewis E. Bolts 
Rob~rt W. Shirley Donald F. Mileson 
Edwm Pendrey 
George S. Mansfield Oliver J. Koester 
William J. Halligan Ward L. Hoope.r 
Richard A. Ward Robert B. Robinson 
Charles A. Salser Lawrence R. ~enham 
Albert Fowler Alexander Wilson 
Stone w. Quillian Robert D. Green 
Charles F. Dizney Dwain L. Redal~n 
Harold W. Hawkins Jefferson A. ~av1s, Jr. 
Grady w. Ray Robert J. Wright 
Nicholas J. Dennis Harold G. McRay 
Donald E. Francke Kenneth L. Anstock 
Charles H. Gould Russell G. Patterson, 
Lynn F. Williams Jr. 
Howard Ferguson, Jr. Richard B. Newport 
Harry B. Hanson Cornelius T. Mont-
Kenneth E. Hunting- gomery, Jr. 

ton Harvey E. Wendt 
Frank K. Reilly, Jr. Harry 0. Taylor 
Roland S. Helstrom Robert J. Graham 
George H. Albers Varge G. Frisbie 
Norman R. Reichwald John F. McMahon, Jr. 
Jesse R. Crone Jack H. Hagler 
William A. Danckaert James W. Ferris 
Elmer Amundson Robert King, Jr. 
John W. Johnson Roland B. Heilman 
Donald Conroy Henry J. Jadrich 
Bertram "E" Cook, Jr. William L. Atwater, Jr. 
Jerry B. Smith Walter E. Daniel 
Richard C. Andrews Daniel P. Githens, Jr. 
Bill E. Horner Forrest "I" Townsend 
George A. Phillips William H. Bo1·tz, Jr. 

Harry G. C. Henne- Richard H. Peacock 
berger Thomas E. Mulvihill 

William Whitehill Otis R. Waldrop 
Earl A. Trager, Jr. Clark Ashton 
William P. Brown Thomas H. Hughes 
Robert "J" Zitnik Casimir C. Ksycewski 
Arnold W. Barden William J. Peter, Jr. 
William H. Roley Donald S. McClellan 
Don G. Derryberry Joseph F. Kirby, Jr. 
Crawford B. Malone Elmer F. Koehler 
John J. Hill, III John L. Greene 
George Mottl Dail D. Fine 
Joseph B. DeHaven Kenneth L. Fellows 
Dan C. Holland Judson J. Bradway 
Sylvester F. Leis Dennis E. Byrd 
James E. Meehan Raymond H. W .. Pett 
William R. Lucas "J" "E" Wellman , 
Robert E. Mccarville Herbert N. Rapson 
Walter N. Roark, Jr. Joseph Northrup 
John O. Kaylor William J. Kopas 

POSTMASTERS 

The following-named persons to be post
masters: 

ALABAMA 

Virgil W. Head, Cleveland, Ala., in place o! 
M. A. Bynum, resigned. 

Oscar Taylor, Holly Pond, Ala., in place o! 
A. C. Byrd, retired. 

Otto C. Eppes, Waterloo, Ala., in place o! 
Effie Sego, resigned. 

ALASKA 

Doris A. Wirsching, Annette, Alaska, in 
place of R. C. Hutchins, resigned. 

James E. Evans, Metlakatla, Alaska, in 
place of M. M. Benson, declined. · 

James M. McLean, Nome, Alaska, in place 
of S. D. Mazen, resigned. 

ARIZONA 

Ethel R. Parkhurst, Bowie, Ariz .. in place 
of W. I. Welker, resigned. 

ARKANSAS 

Lois C. Feimster, Wilmot, Ark., in place of 
E. H. Dunning, resigned. 

CALIFORNIA 

Adeline M. Johnson, Forest Knolls, Cali!., 
in place of Elsie Kramer, deceased. 

Zita M. Carriere, Glenn, Calif., in place of 
M. A. Beat, retired. 

Plttman L. Davis, Hermosa Beach, Calif., 
in place of R. E. Meacham, resigned. _ 

Dorothy A. Abert, Hopland, Calif., in place 
of Dorathea Dooley, retired. 

William Ray Cox, Inyokern, Calif., in place 
of C. F. Ives, resigned. 

Grover A. Deininger, June Lake, Calif., in 
place of E. H. Hamilton, resigned. 

Marie D. Chaffey, Klamath, Calif., in place 
of E. A. Knudsen, resigned. 

Paul E. Geer, Live Oak, Calif., in place of 
S. H. W. C. Geer, retired. 

Elmer M. Martin, Montague, Calif., in place 
of Thomas Sawkins, resigned. 

John D. Orchard, Sr., Pacific Grove, Calif., 
in place of L. E. Clay, resigned. 

Lilliam M. Friedman, Pacoima, Calif., in 
place of C. c. Foulk, resigned. 

Jam.es E. Hawkins, Palermo, Calif., in place 
of I. L. Nelson, resigned. 

Gertrude C. Bostrom, Pioneer, Calif. Of
fice established June 1, 1947. 

Clara A. Conner, Torrance, Calif .. , in place 
of C. E. Conner, deceased. 

COLORADO 

John T. Weaver, Fruita, Colo., in place o! 
W. E. Gore, deceased. 

Glen I. Harshbarger, Victor, Colo., in place 
of M. W. Huber, retired. 

CONNECTICUT 

Willis J. Gillette, Roxbury, Conn., in place 
of A. H. Buckingham, retired. 

DELAWARE 

Willard Howard Ca~ey, Milton, Del., in 
place o! Otto Dickerson, transferred. 

William Berl, Jr.. Wilmington, Del., in 
place of J. J. Cahill, retired. 

FLORIDA 

Arthur L. Shaw, Callahan, Fla., in place of 
G. H. Stokes, retired. 

Lottie Stripling, Westville, Fla., in place of 
I. G. Arnold, resigned. 

GEORGIA 

Carl C. Hobbs, Butler. Ga .. in place of C. E. 
Benns, retired. 

Robert E. Nelson, Eatonton, Ga., in place of 
J. D. Watterson, retired. 

Wilber L. Harris, Jonesboro, Ga .. in place 
of J. W. Mundy, retired. 

Thomas E. Hicks, Lizella, Ga., in place of 
W. L. Mosely, resigned. 

IDAHO 

Ruby G. Bishop, Bliss, Idaho, in place of 
G. D. Mcintosh, resigned. 

ILLINOIS 

Ray B. Dewhirst, Edinburg. Ill., in place of 
I . V. Hill, declined. 

Robert A. Hanser, Edwardsville, Ill., in 
place of W. C. Gerke, resigned. 

Martin Glenn Weger, Flat Rock, Ill., in 
place of H. L. Reinoehl, deceased. 

James F. Cahl, Glenwood, Ill., in place of 
M. R. Shine, resigned. ' 

Alvina B. Ensley, Laura. Ill .. in place of 
Jananne McDonnell, transferred. 

Mike Kopuster, Livingston, Ill., in. place of 
G. A. Kreuter, resigned. 

James Earl Brewer. Makanda, Ill., in place 
of G . v. Rosson, resigned. 

Thomas J. Price, Jr ., Oblong, Ill .. in place 
of \V. P. Carlton, deceased. 

Orville W. Hinton, Ramsey, Ill., in place of 
D. W. Leigh, retired. 

Rann 0. Lackey, Tamms, Ill., in place of 
R. C. Thomason, retired. . 

Frances_ M. E. Stueve, Wayne, Ill., in place 
of W. M. Hennings, deceased. 

Robert W. Fletcher, Wyanet, Ill., in place 
of E. M. Bickford, retired. 

INDIANA 

Lowell K. Sheese, Bowling Green, Ind .. 1n 
place of c. W. Woods, resigned. 

Harry G. Bollinger, Columbia City, Ind., in 
place of Ervin SeH, retired. 

John Francis Dunmire, Eikhart, Ind.. in 
place of H. M. Hayes, resigned. 

Oliver R. Weddle, Hebron, Ind., in place of 
Grover Wilson, deceased. 

John D. St. John, Middletown. Ind., ln 
place of S. M. Fattic, transferred. 

Howard S. Zody, Nashville, Ind., in place of 
C. c . Robertson, deceased. 

IOWA 

Fred v. Jacobson, Blencoe, Iowa, in place 
of s. J. Gray, retired. 

James M. Townsend, Britt, Iowa, in place 
of E. F. MacVey, transferred. 

Edward Hadden, Churdan, Iowa, in place . 
of Charles F itzPatrick, retired. 

John W. Miller, Harper, Iowa. in place of 
K. A. Clarahan, retired. 

Eddie C. Wirds, Iowa Falls, Iowa, in place 
of 0. K. Dick, deceased. 

Frederick J. Carolan, Ridgeway, Iowa, in 
place of P. J. Carolan, retired. 

Merrill R. Williams, Shell Rock, Iowa, in 
place of Dan Jerolaman, resigned. 

Edmund C. Maher, Sidney, Iowa, in place 
of L. C. Thorp, resigned. 

Carl M. Hansen, Thornton, Iowa, in place 
of J. F. Courtney, deceased. 

KANSAS 

J ack D. Vance, Coldwater, Kans., in place 
of Eyman Phebus, retired. 

Mary Charlene Arrington, Haviland, Kans., 
in place of H. R. Ellis, declined. 

Muriel M. Metz, Hudson, Kans., in place of 
A. J. Mueller, transferred. 

George D. Massey, Hugoton, Kans., in place 
of M. E. Mccreery, resigned. 

Floyd C. Swain, Soldier, Kans., in place of 
G. F. Riley, retired. 

Velma R. Crowley, Wilsey, Kans., in place 
of H. M. Otis, retired. 



1950 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE 6639 
KENTUCKY 

Emily I. Coy, Baston, Ky., in place of M. H. 
Shawley, resigned. 

Clyde V. Moorhead, Brooksville, Ky., in 
place of J.B. Pope, transferred. 

Fred M. Lindsey, Crestwood, Ky., in place 
of C. W. Hardin, retired. 

William H. Lillard, Crittenden, Ky., 1n 
place of M. L. Allphin, retired. 

Flurry Edward Thomas, Dry Ridge, Ky., in 
place of Lola McCoy, resigned. 

Nathan W. Carter, Jr., Fulton, Ky., in place 
of R. B. Huddleston, deceased. 

W. Lewis Horton, Grayson, Ky., in place 
of M. S. Heard, resigned. 

Lee C. Ray, Harlan, Ky., in place of N. B. 
Myers, resigned. 

Martine S. Hughart, Island, Ky., in place 
of M. K. Hall, deceased. 

LOUISIANA 

Lester S. Gonzales, Gonzales, La., in place 
of_ L. M. Coroy, transferred. 

Earl E. Spencer, Hammond, La., in place of 
L. A. Sims, resigned: 

MARYLANp 

Ruth B. Parent, Betterton, Md.,. in place 
of T. B. Crew, deceased. 

Gertrude L. Hopkins, Cordova, Md., in place 
of N. J. Hutchison, transferred. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Patrick J. McAndrews, Adams, Mass., in 
place of J.P. McAndrews, resigned. 

Robert Earle Taylor, Berlin, Mass., ln pl.ace 
of K. E. Andrews, deceased. 

Raymond H. Horton, . Hadley, Mass., in 
place of E. C. Pelissier, retired. 

Helen M. Mann, Hampden, Mass., in place 
of M. B. Sargent, removed. 

Jacob Greenberg, Manchester, Mass:, in 
place of H. T. Swett, deceased. 

William J. Houlihan, Tewksbury, Mass., in 
place of A. J. Fairgrieve, retired. 

MICHIGAN 

W111am Bombyk, Applegate, Mich., ln place 
of E. E. Hawes, retired. 

William R. Shortridge, Big Bay, Mich., in 
place of H. L. Hansen, resigned. 

Elmer L. Wittenberg, Constantine, Mich., 
in place of G. W. Pidgeon, retired. 

Merle E. Kinney, Davisburg, Mich., in place 
of C. K. Nelsey, resigned. • 

John T. Fahey, Goodells, Mich., in place 
of G. H. Fowler, retired. 

Glenn R. Sabourin, Hillman, Mich., in place 
of K. B. Slattery, transferred. 

Robert L. Taylor, Lapeer, Mich., in place 
of G. D. Thompson, deceased. 

Theodore W. Johnson, .Ludington, Mich., 
in place of W. H. Cuthbertson, deceased. 

Lucile M. Mayer, Merrill, Mich., in place 
of Matthew O'Toole, retired. 

Calvin F. McDivitt, Jr., Morrice, Mich., in 
place of K. I. Stanley, ~etired. 

Mary Lee Hawkes, Orchard Lake, Mich., in 
place of M. I. Asher, resigned. 

Hubert A. Marcotte, Wolverine, Mich., in 
place of Jettena: Watson, retired. 

MINNESOTA 

Joseph I. Malerich, Akeley, Minn., in place 
of C. F. Olafson, transferred. 

Urban F. Grunloh, Avon, Minn., in place 
of R. A. Schmid, transferred. 

Duane W. Bellefeuille, Callaway, Minn. 
Office became Presidential July 1, 1945. 

Ellsworth J. Peterson, Chisago City, Minn., 
in place of Eric Lind, deceased. 

Verona B. Bloedow, Clements, Minn., in 
place of H. E. Pederson, resigned. 

Milton L. Paus, Eitzen, Minn., in place of 
Bertha Bunge, retired. 

Clayton L. Outhier, Emmons, Minn., in 
place of William Outhier, retired. · 

Maud R. Olson, L~e Crystal, Minn., in 
place of B. W. Cole, resigned. 

Russell A. Dickey, Loretto, Minn. Office 
became Presidential July 1, 1946. 

Roe R. Waterfield, Milaca, Minn., in place 
of C. A. Allen, deceased. 

Vivian L. Guse, Withrow, Minn., in place 
of D. S. Kelson, resignlld. 

MISSISSIPPI 

William W. Cochran, Merigold, Miss., in 
place of V. L. Harrington, de<:eased. 

MISSOURI 

Lindall t. Arndt, Clever, Mo., in place of 
Rolla Hayes, resigned. 

Johnny C. Everett, Gower, Mo., in place of 
Fannie Mcclintock, deceased. 

Joseph H. Goeke, Greentop, Mo., in place 
of Z. C. Miller. retired. 

Francis B. Bockwinkel, Liguori, Mo. Office 
established April 1, 1948. 

Doyle H. Hurley, Livonia, Mo., in place of 
I. B. O'Briant, retired. 

Jesse Clyde Butler, Macon, Mo., in place of 
C. E: Sears, retired. 

Richard Woodson, Middletown, Mo., in 
place of H. L. Cohagen, resigned. 

Kenneth H. Perry, Noel, Mo., in place of 
J. R. Howerton, transferred. 

Stiefel J. Wilkerson, Novelty, Mo., in place 
of Christena Ramsey, retired. 

MONTANA 

Glen E. Roose, Eureka, Mont., in place of 
L. W. Fetterly, retired. 

Charles L. Beers, Judith Gap, Mont., in 
place of C. J. Morgan, retired. 

NEBRASKA 

Dale M. Larsen, Hardy, Nebr., in place of 
K. C. Pedersen, declined. 

Byre! M. Lang, Litchfield, Nebr., in place 
of J. W. Jensen, transferred. 
· Dora E. Waldo, Nehawka, Nebr., in place of 

L. L. Kime, resigned. 
Harold J. Camp, Petersburg, Nebr., in place 

of E. H. Mack, deceased. 
Russel E. Polly, Wauneta, Nebr., in place of 

0. E. Mccallum, retired. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 

Lewis Marshall, North Stratford, N. H., in 
place of H. H. Hinman, retired. 

NEW JERSEY 

Clifford H. Smock, Bedminster, N. J., In 
place of M. A. Smock, deceased. 

Frederick G. McKeon, Butler, N. J., in place 
of J. J. McMinn, transferred. 

Peter F. McGlade, Gloucester City; N. J., 
in place of L. C. Parker, retired. 

Edna V. Sharp, Island Heights, N. J., in 
place of John Netterman, resigned. 

Joseph Murray, New Milford, N. J., in place 
of G. W. Eggers, resigned. 

John P. Reilly, West Milford, N. J ., in place 
of Margaret Butterfield, deceased. 

Emma Walls, Zarephath, N. J., in place of 
Louis Meretta, deceased. 

NEW MEXICO 

Mable A. Wimberly, Hollywood, N. Mex., 
in place of A. V. Young, resigned. 

NEW YORK 

Hoysradt Porter, Ancram, N. Y., in plaice 
of W. H. Porter, Jr., deceased. 

Fletcher R. Ward, Bemus Point, N. Y., in 
place of Gerald Aldrich, resigned. 

Robert C. Benedict, Broadalbin, N. Y., in 
place of H. E. Benedict, resigned. 

Clyde L. Nightingale, Byron, N. Y., in place 
of S. G. Simmons, deceased. 

John J. McTiernan, Central Is~ip, N. Y., 
in place of James O'I;>oherty, deceased. 

Michael S. Valvo, Forestville, N. Y., in place 
of H. A. Dye, resigned. 

Charles K. Myers, Frewsburg, N. Y., in place 
of A. W. Stitt, removed. 

George F. Byrne, Fulton, N. Y., in place of 
W. J. Hartnett, retired. 

James V. Corrigan, Gardenville, N. Y., in 
place of Albert Werner, deceased. 

Chauncey A. Campbell, Glen Cove, N. Y., 
1n place of J.E. Burns, retired. 

Esther M. Bell, Glen Spey, N. Y., in place 
of M. H. Ellison, resigned. 

Margaret M. Humes, Great Behd, N. Y., in 
place of F. A. M. Humes, deceased. 

Roger B. Griffiths, Keuka Park, N. Y., in 
place of A. J. Griffiths, retired. 

Amelia M. Trainor, Monsey, N. Y., in place 
of E. M. Trainor, retired. 

James J. Sullivan. Quogue., N. Y., in place 
of E. H. Stevens, resigned. 

Harland Smith, Springfield Center, N. Y.r 
in place ot B. P. Wood, retired. 

Claude Willett Mount, Three Mile Bay, 
N. Y., in place of W.W. Mount, retired. 

Frank M. Colwell, Walden, N. Y., in place 
of Fred Burns, retired. 

David H. Miller, West Chazy, N. Y., in place 
of H. D. Carlton, retired. 

Harry Northrup, Wurtsboro, N. Y., in place 
of C. E. Meyers, resigned. 

Thomas A. Brown, Wyandanch, N. Y., in: 
place of C. J. McMahon, resigned. 

NORTH CAROLINA 

Zeb Meadows, Franklin, N. C., in place of 
T. W. Porter, retired. 

Earl S. Holliman, Lake Lure, N. C., in place 
of H. L. A,dams, declined. . 

Lottie M. J. Buie, Wagram, N. C., in place 
of M. S. Cooley, retired. · -

NORTH DAKOTA 

Clarence A. Nelson, Drake, N. Dak., in pla<:e 
of E. R. Christensen, retired. 

Eugene F. Simek, Fullerton, N. Dak., in 
place of J. P. Ackerman, transferred. 

OHIO 

John F. Shumway, Avon, Ohio, in place of 
C. T. Wilford, retired. 
· Harold L. Caylor, Bath, Ohio. Office es
tablished September 1, 1948. 

Carl E. Schaad, Burbank, Ohio, in place 
of C. w. Hanna, resigned. 

Lawrence A. Pheifer, Collins, Ohio, in place 
of G. M. S. Reer, retired. 

Mary C. Debney, Corning, Ohio, in place 
of Virgil Davis, resigned. 

Eldon L. Martin, Cygnet, Ohio, in place of 
E. R. Martin, deceased. . 

George M. Hanlon, Jr., Hamersville, Ohio, 
in place of G. M. Hanlon, -deceased. 

J ames E. Snee, Massillon, Ohio, in place of 
F. W. Justus, retired. 

Harold W. Keiser, North Fairfield, Ohio, in 
place of J. W. Graham, resigned. 

Roger M. Beal, Oxford, Ohio, in place of 
R. W. Schocke, retired. 

William M. Widmer, Pioneer, Ohio, in 
place of F. F. Wyman, transferred. 

Franklin E. Smith, Portsmouth, Ohio, in 
place of G. L. Gableman, retired. 

James R. Schroth, Ripley, Ohio, in plac~ 
of W.W. Norris; retired. 

OKLAHOMA 

Howard D. Francis, Blair, Okla., in place of 
J. K. Jones, retired. . 

George A. Wilson, Jay, Okla., in place of 
L. E. Capehart, resigned. 

Willie B. Austin, Locust Grove, Okla., in 
place of E. L. Smith, resigned. 

James W. Wheeler, Mangum, Okla., in 
place of W. L. Norman, deceased. 

Jack A. Drury, Olustee, Okla., in place of 
B. F. Pryor, resigned. 

Marie C. Forbes, Ralston, Okla., in place of 
0. E. Spaulding, retired. 

Roy H. Marlatt, Ringwood, Okla., in place 
of O. E. Marlatt, transferred. 

Ralph 0. Farmer, Ty1'0ne, Okla., in place 
of W. N. Wadley, transferred. 

Raymond F. Frizzell, Weatherford, Okla., 
in place of J. M. Crabtree, resigned. 

John. W. Nicks, Wetumka, Okla., in place 
of J. T . Watson, removed. 

OREGON 

Josephine C. Zadina, Chiloquin, Oreg., in 
place of A. M. Elliott, resigned. 

Lawrence L. Story, Malin, Oreg., in place 
of P. A. Carsley, resigned. 

Lloyd R. Johnson, Moro, Oreg., in place of 
·3, C. Freeman, retired. 

Ray L. Jenld ns, Toledo, Oreg., in place of 
Rosemary Schenck, deceased. 
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Minnie Mae Grey, Boston, Pa., ln place of 
Marjorie Lowery, removed. 

Chester J. Kukleski, Braddock, Pa., in place 
of Jennie Moran, retired. 

Daniel J. Cullinan, Cambridge Springs, 
Pa., in place of A. F. Ellis, resigned. 

Rosemary F. Schettig, Ebensburg, Pa., in 
place of A. M. Schettig, retired. 

James S. Newton, Ellwood City, Pa., T. A. 
Wilson, retired. . 

Donald J. Watts, Millville, Pa., in place of 
J. C. Watts, deceased. 

Arthur E. Stanfield, Renfrew, Pa., ln place 
of Lafayette Lawrence, retired. 

Ralph M. Henry, Rochester . Mills, Pa., in 
place of W. M. Stewart, transferred. 

David M. Barnhart, Stoystown, Pa., in place 
of F. J. Fulton, retired. 

Carrie M. Ketner, Strausstown, Pa., in place 
of C. W. Henne, retired. 

Sarah E. Vensel, West Alexander, Pa., in 
place of C. C. Davis, resigned. 

Jerry J. Kasprisin, Yukon, Pa., in place of 
Jenny Paterson, retired. 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

William L. Antley, Elloree, S. C., in place 
of E. B. Mack, removed. 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

John Obenauer, Eureka, S. Dak., in place of 
E. L. Fisher. Incumbent's commission ex
pired June 23, 1942. 

Vaino E. Bajuniemi, Lake Norden, S. Dak., 
in place of F. L. Hayes, resigned. 

Ralph L. Fossum, Lily, S. Dak., in place of 
D. I. Olson, deceased. 

Delmar J. Hamiel, Reliance, S. Dak., in 
place of F. J. Bowar, deceased. 

Ardean A. Twite, Veblen, S. Dak., in place 
of T. H. Simpson, deceased. 

TENNESSEE 

Clayre Wesley White, Bethpage, Tenn., in 
place of L. D. Seay, retired. 

Garland T. Wilson, Cottagegrove, Tenn., in 
place of W. B. Olds, retired. 

Harry M. Patillo, Eagleville, Tenn., in place 
of H. K. Stephenson, transferred. 

R. Ray Tate, Estill Springs, Tenn., in place 
of R. G. Leech, transferred. 

Thomas H. Graham, Jr., Taft, Tenn., in 
place of J. T. Malone, deceased. 

TEXAS 

Charles V. Speer, Carrizo Springs, Tex., in 
place of M. E: Cook, deceased. 

Mary D. Maxwell, Country Campus, Tex. 
Office established September 1, 1948. 

Billy B. Holland, Estelline, Tex., in place 
of G. J. Ballard, resigned. 

Edna B. Smith, La Vernia, Tex., in place of 
W. L. Wiseman, transferred. 

Miriam S. Chatelle, Los Fresnos, Tex., in 
place of H. W. Derda, resigned. 

Mittie L. Taylor, New Willard, Tex., in place 
of J. H. Victery, resigned. 

Prentice F. Vance, Orangefield, Tex., in 
place of F. N. Bland, retired. 

Guy H. Holman, Pittsburg, Tex., in place 
of C. C. Truitt, transferred. 

Ellen C. Woodruff, Port Aransas, Tex., in 
place of M. V. Denton, resigned. 

Celestia Dodson, Sandia, Tex., in place of 
M. C. Cox, resigned. 

VERMONT 

Robert F. Brown, Groton, Vt., in place of 
G. N. Clark, retired. 

VIRGINIA 

James R. Jones, Holland, Va., in place of 
B. W. Councill, retired. 

Mary R. J. Sizemore, Hurley, Va., in place 
of N. J. Carroll, removed. 

Carl S. Hendricks, Lebanon, Va., in place 
of H. W. Easterly, declined. 

WASHINGTON 

Margarat Hedrick, Creston, Wash., in place 
Of I. G. Spencer, retired. 

Earl C. Carey, Hartline, Wash., in place of 
R. E. Carey, deceased. 

Florence Opal Hurl, Malden, Wash., in place 
of E. E. Cain, retired. · 

Nels D. Nelson, Naselle, Wash., in place 
of M. J. Rasmussen, resigned. 

Donald M. Richardson, Tonasket, Wash., 
in place of D. S. Farver, resigned. 

WEST VIRGINIA 

Merriman S. Smith, Bluefield, W. Va., in 
place of R. L. Bailey, resigned. 

Paul M. Satterfield, Carolina, W. Va., in 
place of T. W. Alkire, resigned. 

Helen M. B. Joyce, Crumpler, W. Va., in 
place of N. V. Duncan, retired. 

Pansy Lee Seacrist, Montcoal, W. Va., in 
place of C. M. Nestor, resigned. 

Johnny A. Aliff, Oceana, W. Va., 1n place 
of Vida Chambers, retired. 

Junior Lee Gerrard, Wolf Summit, W. Va., 
in place of J. N. Flanigan, retired. 

WISCONSIN . 

Cecil H. Pandow, Brodhead, Wis., in place 
of A. G. Anderson, transferred. 

Henry A. Rechlicz, Hales Corners, Wis., in . 
place of W. F. Schreiber, deceased. 

Arthur E. Carstens, Hilbert, Wis., in place 
of c. H. Eldridge, transferred. 

Bernice M. Matson, Taylor, Wis., in place 
of C. M. Dunn, retired. 

Hazel B. Mason, Wales, Wis., office became 
Presidential July l, 1948. 

Ray J. Heinzen, Whitelaw, Wis., in place of 
J. A. Heinoon, retired. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
MONDAY, MAY 8, 1950 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Bernard Bras

kamp, D. D., offered the following prayer: 

Almighty God, may we daily be in
spired with fidelity to our high calling 
and trust as leaders in the aft' airs of gov -
ernment by being loyal to that which is 
noble and true. 

Grant that we may understand that 
our first loyalty must be to Thee and 
that this is the basis and inspiration of 
all the other loyalties of our mortal life. 

We confess with sorrow and shame 
that we are continually violating and 
breaking faith with the sanctity of this 
supreme loyalty. 

We have failed to see that this is the 
reason why our social order is weak and 
in peril and why we are making so little 
progress in achieving a finer and nobler 
civiHzation. 

Search and cleanse our minds and 
hearts and fill them with a greater and 
more steadfast loyalty to Thee, through 
Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

The .:rournal of the proceedings of 
Saturday, May 6, 1950, was read and 
approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

A message in writing from the Presi
dent of the United States was commu
nicated to the House by Mr. Miller, one 
of his secretaries, who also informed the 
House that on the following dates the 
President approved and signed bills and 
a joint resolution of the House of the 
following titles: 

On May 5, 1950: 
H. R. 2919. An act authorizing the issu

ance of a patent in fee to Paul High Horse 
and Anna High Horse; 

H. R. 4080. An act to unify, consolidate, 
revise, and codify the Articles of War, the 
Articles for the Government of the Navy, 
and the disciplinary laws of the Coast Guard, 
and to enact and establish a Uniform Code 
of Military Justice; 

H. R. 5609. An act authorizing the Secre
tary of the Interior to issue a patent in fee 
to B. M. (Bud) Phelps; 

H. R. 5610. An act authorizing the Secre
tary of the Interior to issue a patent in fee 
to Emma Phelps Glenn; 

H. R. 5611. An act authorizing the Secre
tary of the Interior to issue a patent in fee 
to Charles M. Phelps; 

H. R. 5860. An act authorizing the Secre
tary of the Interior to sell the land of Frank 
Phelps under existing regulations; 

H. J. Res. 455. Joint resolution authoi:iz
ing the designation of American Student 
Nurse Days, 1950. 

On May 6, 1950: 
H. R. 597. An act to confer jurisdiction 

upon the Court of Claims to hear, determine, 
and render judgment upon a certain claim 
of J. T. Melson against the United States, 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Carrell, one of its clerks, announced that 
the Senate had passed, with amendments 
in which the concurrence of the House 
is requested, a bill of the House of the 
following title: 

H.- R. 7797. An act to provide foreign eco
nomic assistance. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendments to 
the foregoing bill, requests a confer
ence with the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the twp Houses thereon, and ap
points Mr. CONNALLY, Mr. GEORGE, Mr. 
THOMAS of Utah, Mr. WILEY, and Mr. 
SMITH of New Jersey to be the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 
FIRST <!ENERATIQN AMERICANS WHO ARE 

IN CONGRESS FORCI.BLY ILLUSTRATE 
OPPORTUNITIES OPEN TO AMERICAN 
CITIZENS 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Speaker, about 

a year ago I took a census of Congress to 
determine how many Mepibers were the 
sons of immigrants. 

It is interesting to note that about 18 
percent of the Members of the Eighty
first Congress have one or both parents 
who came from a foreign country. In 
other words, almost one out of every five 
Members is an American citizen of the 
first generation of his family to live in 
America. 

This illustrates forcibly the advan
tages and opportunities which the 
United States offers to its citizens. This 
group of Members probably have a bet
ter conception of the benefits of our 
citizenship than any other of our citi
zens. The reason is that they have 
heard from the lips of their parents the 
great advantages which this country 
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offers to its people, compared to the op
portunities elsewhere. 

Look magazine heard of · this and was 
interested enough in the information, 
and its importance, to devote a page of 
their national magazine to printing the 
list of those who are the sons of immi
grants in the present Congress. Look 
magazine should be congratulated on 
publishing this information, which so 
forcibly points up American opportuni
ties. 

Following is a list of these Members 
indicating from what countries their 
parents migrated to America: 

SENATORS 
Austria: WILLIAM LANGER, North Dakota, 

mother. 
Czechoslovakia: ANDREW F. SCHOEPPEL, 

Kansas, mother. 
England: GuY CORDON, Oregon, father; 

SHERIDAN DOWNEY, CaUfornia, mother; ED
WIN c. JOHNSON, Colorado, mother; ELBERT D. 
THOMAS, Utah, father and mother. 

Germany: HERBERT H. LEHMAN, New Yor).t, 
father and mother. 

Ireland: EDw ARD L. LEAHY, Rhode Island, 
father; PAT Mc'CARRAN, Nevada, father and 
mother; JAMES E. MURRAY, Montana, father 
and mother; JOSEPH C. O'MAHONEY, Wyo
ming, father and mother. 

Norway: HUBERT H. HUMPHREY, Minnesota, 
mother; EDWARD J. THYE, Minnesota, father 

· and · mother; ALEXANDER WILEY, Wisconsin, 
father and mother. 

Sweden: CLINTON P. ANDERSON, New Mex
ico, father; EDWIN C. JOHNSON, Colorado, 
father. 

REPRESENTATIVES 
Alsace-Lorraine; ALBERT J. ENGEL, Michi

gan, father and mother. 
Austria: JOHN A. BLATNIK, Minnesota, fa

ther and mother; ISIDORE DOLLINGER, New 
York, father and mother; HERMAN P. EBER
HARTER, Pennsylvania, father; JACOB K. JAVITS, 
New York, father; ABRAHAM J. MULTER, New 
York, father and mother; KARL STEFAN, Ne
braska, father. 

Canada: JAMES v. BUCKLEY, Illinois, father 
and mother; AIME J. FORAND, Rhode Island, 
father and mother; DONALD L. O'TooLE, New 
York, father; CHASE GOING WOODHOUSE, Con-

. necticut, mother. 
Czechoslovakia: ADOLPH J. SABATH, Illinois, 

father and mother; KARL STEFAN, Nebraska, 
mother. · 

Denmark: H. CARL ANDERSEN, Minnesota, 
father and mother; REVA BECK BOSONE, Utah, 
father; BEN. F. JENSEN, Iowa, father and 
mother; NORRIS POULSON, California, father. 

England: WESLEY A. D'EWART, Montana, 
father; GORDON L. McDONOUGH, California, 
mother; RUSSELL v. MACK, . Washington, 
mother; NOAH M. MASON, Illinois, father; 
THOMAS E. MORGAN, Pennsylvania, mother; 
JOHN SANBORN, Idaho, mother. 

Germany: LESLIE c. ARENDS, Illinois, moth
er; ALFRED L. BULWINKLE, North Carolina, 
father; GEORGE A. DONDERO, Michigan, moth
er; EDWARD A. GARMATZ, Maryland, father and 
mother; WALTER K. GRANGER, Utah, mot}?.er; 
RICHARD w. HOFFMAN, Illinois, father; WIL
LIAM LEMKE, North Dakota, father; EuGENE D. 
O'SULLIVAN, Nebraska, mother; LAWRENCE H. 
SMITH, Wiscotisin, father. 

Hungary: ARTHUR G. KLEIN, New York, 
father and mother. 

Ireland: FRANK A. BARRETT, Wyoming, 
mother; CHARLES A. BUCKLEY, New York, fa
ther and mother; CLYDE DOYLE, California, 
father; WILLIAM J." GREEN, JR., Pennsylvania, 
father and mother; JAMES J. HEFFERNAN, New 
York, father and mother; EDNA F. KELLY,' New 
York, father and mother; PAUL J. KILDAY, 
Texas, father; THOMAS J. LANE, Massachu
setts, father and mother; NEIL J. LINEHAN, 
Illinois, father; CHRISTOPHER McGRATH, New 

York, father; MIKE MANSFIELD, Montana, fa
ther and mother; MARY T. NORTON, New Jer
sey, father and mother; THOMAS J. O'BRIEN, 
Illinois, fatber and mother; HARRY P. O'NEILL, 
Pennsylvania, father and mother; T. VIN
CENT QUINN, New York, father and mother; 
JOHN J. ROONEY, New York, father and 
mother; JOHN F. SHELLEY, California, fa
ther; HARRY R. SHEPPARD, California, father 
and mother. 

Italy: HUGH J. ADDONIZIO, New Jersey, fa
ther and mother; ANTHONY CAVALCANTE, 
Pennsylvania, father and mother; L. GARY 
CLEMENTE, New York, father and mother; 
GEORGE A. DONDERO, Michigan, father; FOSTER 
FURCOLO, Massachusetts, father; VITO MARC
ANTONIO, New York, mother; PETER w. RO
DINO, JR., New Jersey, father; ANTHONY F. 
TAURIELLo, New York, father and mother. 

Luxemburg: JOHN B. BENNETT, Michigan, 
mother. 

Norway: AUGUST H. ANDRESEN, Minnesota, 
father and mother; HAROLD C. HAGEN, Minne
sota, father and mother; HENRY M. JACKSON, 
Washington, father and mother; THOR C. 
TOLLEFSON, Washington, father. 

Palestine: JACOB K. JAVITS, New York, 
mother. 

Poland: CHESTER A. CHESNEY, Illinois, ta
ther and mother; THOMAS s. GORDON, Illinois, 
father and mother; CHESTER c. GORSKI, New ~ 
York, father and mother JOHN LESINSKI, 
Michigan, father and mother; ABRAHAM A. 
RmxcoFF, Connecticut, father and mother; 
ANTONI N. SADLAK, Connecticut, father and 
mother; GEORGE G. SADOWSKI, Michigan, fa
ther and mother; CLEMENT J. ZABLOCKI, Wis
consin, father and mother. 
. Rumania: LouIS B. HELLER, New York, 
father and mother: 

Scotland: FRANK BUCHANAN, Pennsylvania, 
father; ROBERT CROSSER, Ohio, father and 
mother; WALTER K. GRANGER, Utah, father; 
GORDON L. McDONOUGH, California, father; 
HUGH B. MITCHELL, Washington, father; ROB
ERT L. RAMSAY, West Virginia, father and 
mother. 

Spain: ANTONIO F'ERN6s-IsERN, Puerto Rico, 
father. 

Sweden: LEROY JOHNSON, California, fa
ther; WALTER NORBLAD, Oregon, father. 

Wales: IVOR D. FENTON, Pennsylvania, fa
ther and mother; THOMAS A. JENKINS, Ohio, 
father and mother; NOAH M. MASON, Illinois, 
mother; THOMAS E. MORGAN, Pennsylvania, 
father; EDWARD H. REES, Kansas, father . 

These Congressmen are foreign-born: RoB
ERT CROSSER, Scotland; NOAH M. MASON, 
Wales; ROBERT L. RAMSAY, England; ADOLPH 
J. SABATH, Czechoslovakia; KARL STEFAN, 
Czechoslovakia; CHASE GOING WOODHOUSE, 
Canada. 

COST OF THE PRESIDENT'S TRIP 

Mr: ARENDS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ARENDS. Mr. Speaker, we still 

have before us this huge deficit-spending 
bill of around $29,000,000,000. 

:r_ think the record should show that 
while we struggle here-week after week, 
day after day, last Saturday included
trying to reduce these proposed expendi
tl,lres, President Truman left Washing
ton yesterday afternoon on a tour to 
advocate new ways of-spending money. 

If he were making this tour into 16 
States to explain to the American peo
ple the country's precarious fiscal situa
tion and the absolute necessity of saving 
every dollar possible, the taxpayers would 
probably consider this extraordinary ex-

pense estimated at $250,000 to pay for 
this trip to be a gooci investment. 

Unfortunately, that· is not the purpose 
of the trip. He is making this trip to 
repeat his promises of something for 
everyone which in the end mean nothing 
for anyone. 

The American people recognize that 
we are in a period of ruinous inflation 
and well on the road to national bank
ruptcy, and I do not think President 
Truman will be able to persuade them to 
commit financial suicide by adopting his 
socialistic spending program.· 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

Mr. HOLIFIELD asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 20 
minutes today, following the · legislative 
program and any special orders hereto
fore entered. 

Mr. MACK of Washington asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 20 minutes on tomorrow fol
lowing the legislative program and any 
special orders hereto! ore entered. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts asked 
and was given permission to address the 
House for 5 minutes today following the 
legislative program and any special 
orders heretofore entered. 

Mr. RICH asked and was given per
mission to address the House for 10 
minutes today following the legislative 
program and any special orders hereto
fore entered. 

MR. PRESIDENT 

Mr. HUGH D. SCOTT, JR. Mr. Speak
er, I ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks at this point in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HUGH D. SCOTT, JR. Mr. Speak

er, Dear Mr. President: Bon voyage. The 
eyes of Texas are upon you. 
SEVENTH REPORT OF THE ECONOMIC 

COOPERATION ADMINISTRATION 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF 
THE UNITED STATES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before 
the House the .following message from 
the President of the United States, which 
was read, and, together with the accom
panying papers, referred to the Com-
mittee on Foerign Affairs: -
To the Congress of the United States of 

America: 
I am transmitting herewith the 

seventh report of the Economic Coopera
tion Administration created by the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1948 <Public· 
Law 472, 80th Cong.), approved April 3, 
1948. 

The report covers activities under the 
Economic Cooperation Act of 1948 (title 
I of Public Law 472) as well as the pro
grams of economic aid to China under 
section 12 of Public Law 47, Eighty-first 
Congress, and to the Republic of Korea 
under the provisions of the Foreign Aid 
Appropriation Act of 1949 <Public Law 
793, 80th Cong.), and Public Laws 154 
and 196, Eighty-first Congress. 

There is included in the appendix a 
summary of the status of the United 
States . Foreign Relief Program (Public 
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Law 84, 80th Cong.) and the United 
States Foreign Aid Program <Public Law 
389, 30th Cong.). · 

This report covers the quarter ended 
Dece~ber 31, 1949. 

HARRY S. TRUMAN. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, May 8, 1950. 

MILK PRODUCTION IN THE STATE OF NEW 
YORK 

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
woman from New York? 

There was no object ion. 
Mrs. ST. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, I 

would like to call the attention of this 
House to a fact that is quite frequently 
overlooked, namely, that the State of 
New York is the greatest milk-producing 
State after the great State of Wisconsin. 

Our State, I think, most unfortunate
ly, is too often confused and overshad
owed by New York City and people out
side of our borders are .prone to look upon 
all New Yorkers as city slickers. 

I have the honor to represent Dela
ware County, which county has again, 
for the tenth consecutive year, been de
clared in first place as the leading milk
producing county in the State of New 
York. The 381,000,000 pounds of milk 
received from this county · at pool-ap
proved plants during last year had a 
value of more than $15,500,000 at uni
form prices, according to the Milk Mar
keting Administrator. The 10 top coun
ties listed · in order of value of milk pro
duced in the State of New York are as 
follows: Delaware, St. Lawrence, Jeffer
son, Oneida, Chenango, Madison, Otsego, 
Herkimer, Orange, also in my district, 
and Portland Counties. 

The total value of milk products pro
duced in the State of New York in the 
year 1949 was $366,995,000. 
- It is therefore fair to say that the 
dairy industry is one of the most im
portant as well as the most necessary 
industries in our whole State and also 
in our Nation. 

CALL OF THE HOUSE 

Mr. ARENDS. Mr. Speaker, I make 
the point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evi
dently a quorum is not present. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
move a call of the· House. 

A call of the House was ordered. 
The Clerk called the roll, and the fol

lo-:ving Members failed to answer to their 
names; 

Angell 
Barden 
Barrett, Pa. 
Bates, Ky. · 
Bolling 
Boykin 
Breen 
Buckley, N. Y. 
Carlyle 
Carnahan 
case, N. J. 
Case, S. Dak. 
Cavalcante 
Chatham 
Chudoff 

[Roll No. 155J 

Cooley 
Cox 
Crosser 
Davenport 
Davies, N. Y. 
Dawson 
Deane 
Douglas 
Eaton 
Fernandez 
Gilmer 
Gore 
Granahan 
Grant 
Green 

Gwinn 
Hall, 

Edwin Arthur 
Hare 
Hart 
Hays, Ark. 
Hebert 
Herter 
Huber 
Javits 
Judd 
Kearns 
Kelley, Pa. 
Kennedy 
Keogh 

Kunkel 
Lane 
Larcade 
Lichtenwalter 
Linehan · 
McConnell 
McGrath 
McMillen, Ill. 
Mack, Ill. 
Macy 
Madden 
Merrow 
Miles 
Miller, Calif. 
Morgan 
Morrison 

Morton 
Moulder 
Nelson 
Nixon 
Norton 
Pfeifer, 

Joseph L. 
Powell 
Priest 
Quinn 
Redden 
Rhodes 
Richards 
Roosevelt 
Sadlak 
Scott, Hardie 

Simpson, Pa, 
Smith, Ohio 
Staggers 
Stigler 
Towe 
Underwood 
Walsh 
Werdel 
White, Calif. 
Wickersham 
Willis 
Wilson, Ind. 
Wolcott 
Wood 

-The SPEAKER pro tempore. Three 
hundred and forty-one Members have 
answered to their names, a quorum. 

By unanimous consent, further pro
ceedings under the call were dispensed 
with. 
THE TOUR OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE 

UNITED STATES 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
~objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Iowa? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker, the Pres

ident's speech-making, handshaking 
tour is a desperate attempt to convince 
the voters of Iowa and other States· into 
believing that the President and his par
ty, now in control of Congress and the 
White House, are in· no way responsible 
for the drop in farm income, wages, and 
busin~ss, which has taken place since his 
party took control of Congress on Jan
uary 3, 1949, after 2 years of Republican 
congressional control during which time 
farm income, wages, and business was 
at an all-time high, because during that 
-time our free-enterprise system was per
mitted to operate full speed ahead with
out threats, reprisals, or hindrance from 
Congress. 

That free American breathing spell 
'came to an abrupt end in November 
1948, because there were too few deep
thinking people who took the time to 
vote. And what a terrific penalty they 
and every American has paid ever since. 

Also, I have no doubt that the Presi
dent will tell the people that he and his 
party have rid the Government of the 
immoral perverts and communists, when 
the fact is that had it not been for such 
fearless, patriotic, public servants as our 
Senator Hickenlooper, of Iowa, Sena
tor McCarthy, of Wisconsin, and J. Ed
gar Hoover, Director of the Federal Bu
reau of Investigation, America might 
well this very moment be dominated 
completely by the Socialists and Com
munists in Government, to whom the 
Pre'sident has never missed a chance to 
give aid and comfort. 

Now, of course, some folks will go to 
see the President of the United States. 
We Americans are big enough to pay due 
respect to the highest office of our land, 
but we have also the right as free-born 
Americans to expect the man who holds 
that high office to live up to the oath of 
office he solenmly took and which made 
him President of the United States. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. HARRISON asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and in-

elude_ an editorial from the Washington 
Star. 

Mr. KEE asked and was given permis
sion to extend his r emarks and include 
an article by Mr. Boris Shishkin .. Direc
tor of the European Labor Division of 
the Economic Cooperation Administra
tion. · . 
. Mr. HAYS of Ohio asked and was given 

permission to extend his remarks. 
Mrs. WOODHOUSE asked and was 

given permission to extend her rema_rks 
and include a statement on Home Dem
onstration Week. 

Mr. GOODWIN asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in four 
separate instances and in each to include 
extran'3ous material. 

Mr. CRAWFORD asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in two 
instances, in one to include an article on 
Alaskan statehood and in the other a 
statement by Mr. Benjamin Fairless. 

Mr. McCORMACK <at the .request of 
Mr. MANSFIELD) was given permission to 
extend his remarks and include an ar
ticle from the Washington Star. 

Mr. BIEMILLER asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in three 
instances and include newspaper and 
magazine articles: 
Mr~ HOLIFIELD asked and was given 

permission to extend his remarks. 
Mrs. ST. GEORGE asked and was given 

permission to extend her remarks and 
include two newspaper articles. 

Mr. PASSMAN asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in two 
instances and include in each a news
paper article. 

Mr. HERLONG asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and 
include extraneous matter. 

Mr. SABATH asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks and in
clude an article from the Chicago Sun
Times, also ·an editorial. 

Mr. BARTLETT asked and was given 
·permission to extend his remarks and in
clude two editorials. 

Mr. DOLLIVER ask~d and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and 
include a letter concerning certain im
ports into the United States. 

Mr. MILLER ·of Nebraska asked and 
was given permission to extend his re
marks. 

Mr. MULTER asked and was given 
permission to extend his · remarks in 
three instances and include extraneous 
matter. 

Mr. CELLER asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks in two 
instances. 

Mr. HOPE asked and was given per
mission to revise and extend the remarks 
he will make in the Committee of the 
Whole today and include extraneous 
matter. 

Mr: GAMBLE asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in three 
instances and include editorials. 

Mr. SAYLOR .asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and in
clude an editorial. 

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH asked and 
was given permissfon to extend his re
marks and include two newspaper 
articles. 

Mr. DOYLE asked and was given per- -
mission to extend his remarks in two 
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· instances and include extraneous ma
terial. 

Mr. GA-THINGS asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and 
include an article. 

Mr. DINGELL asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in 
three instances, in one to include a state
ment by the distinguished Ira Dean Mc
Coy, doctor of medicine, on the subject 
The Truth About Federal Health Insur
ance appearing in the Huron <Mich.) 
News of February 17; in another to 'in
clude a letter from the distinguished Ad
miral C. E. Rosendahl in support of the 
metal clad lighter-than-air ship; and in 
another to include a statement, letter, 
and resolution of the International 
Union ·of Brewery, .Flour, Cereal,· Soft 
Drink, and •Distillery Workers. 

Mr. -SHAFER asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and 
include a-speech by Mr. JACKSON of .Cali
fornia as given before the Marine Corps 
Association on Saturday last. 

GENERAL APPROPRIATI01'1 BILL, 1951 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House resolve itself into 'the 
Committee of the Whole House on the· 
State of the Union for the further con
sideration of the bill <H. R. 7786) mak
ing appropriatfons for· the support of 
the Government for the fiscal year end
ing June 30, 1951, and for other pur
poses. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Acc01:dingly the House resolved itself 

into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union for. the 
further consideration of the bill H. R. 
.7786, with Mr. COOPER in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
CHA~TER IX. CIVIL FUNCTIONS 

The CHAIRMAN. Permit the Chair 
to announce that consideration -of 
·amendments to chapter VIII of the 
pending bill was concluded on Saturday 
last. The Clerk will now begin reading 
chapter IX on page 332, line 1 of the bill. 
' The Clerk read as follows: 

SIGNAL CORPS 

ALASKA COMMUNICATION SYSTEM 

For expenses necessary for the operation, 
!naintenance; and improvement of the Alaska 
Communication System, including purchase 
(not to exceed one) and hire of passenger 
motor vehicles, $3,000,000, to remain avail
able until the close of the fiscal year 1952, 
and in addition not to exceed 15 per centum 
of the current fiscal year receipts of the 
Alaska Communication System may be 
merged with and used for the purposes of 
this appropriation. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I can hear a 13-car 
presidential train going down the track 
with smoke coming out of her old smoke 
stack, costing the taxpayers $250,000 for 
a 10-day political jaunt. It seems to me 
that is a lot of money, and we ought to 
know where we are going to get it, and 
I do not know why we should spend it. 
:Whoo-whoo-whoo! Whistle stop. 

Ladies and gentlemen of America, we 
are now going to tell you that the Bran
nan plan is the proper thing for this 
country to take upon yourselves, and 
just remember that the subsidies that 

XCVI-419 

we are going to pay all of you people 
are going to help you greatly. Who cares 
for expenses. Choo-choo-choo rolling 
down the track. - Whoo-whoo-whoo! 
Here that old train is stopping again. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, a point 
of order. · 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
will state it. 

Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman is on 
the wrong road. He is in Alaska. 

Mr. RICH. Ladies and gentlemen, I 
want to tell you that the Taft-Hartley 
Act ought to be changed, but the Con
gress of the ·United States would not 
change it in 2 weeks as I thought they 
would; months have gone by. It is going 
to take us 2 years to change it. You will 
have to elect a lot of people to Congress 
this fall so that we can change the Taft
Hartley Act, and it is going to cost you 
a lot of money to do that. 

Just remember this, that the train is 
rolling along now, and the President is 
telling the people of this country just 

. what is goirig to happen. If they do not 
obey his orders. 

Choo-choo-choo.! Whoo-whoo-whoo! 
Now here we .come, citizens. We are 

.going to tell you about the economy that 
we want in Government. You know, we 
talk economy and yet we want to spend 
all the money you can spend, and· now 
we are going down the road $7 ,000,000,-
000 in debt. Just remember this, $7,-
000,000,000 does not mean much, because 
we expect our children to pay that debt. 
But, we are going to ask for more taxes. 
Now, when we· give you more taxes, then 
you ought to be happy in this country. 

Choo-choo-choo ! Here we come. 
Whoo-whoo-whoo! Now we are going to 
tell you ladies and gentlemen of America 
that we are going to have a draft. We 
want a draft so that w~ can get more 
people in the Army. You know, it did 
not work very well the last couple of 
years; we did not need it, but we are 
going to get closer to war, and as we get 
closer to war we are going to need the 
draft and we are going to spend more 
money to aid the Army. The bigger our 
Army the more the cost. 

Choo-ch9o-choo! Whoo-whoo-whoo! 
Just remember, ladies and gentlemen of 
this country, what is happening in for
eign countries. We have got to spend 
money to help all. these foreign coun
tries. They need it badly, and we do 
not care anything about taxes in this 
country. So, let us give them the money 
and give them all they want. That is 
the way we will make this country 
prosperous-by trying to aid them. We 
care nothing for debt. 

Choo-choo-choo ! There goes that 
train going down the track. Whoo
whoo-whoo ! Communism · in America. 
That is just something that the Repub
licans talk about. You know that it is 
just a red herring that they are trying 
to draw across the trail of efficient gov
ernment. 

Choo-choo-choo ! Whoo-whoo-whoo! 
Little business. Little business is coming 
into its own now. We are going to help 
little business. Little business needs the 
money. The bankers will not lend them 
the money and we are going to give it to 
them. We care nothing for debt or taxes. 

Who says we are. going bankrupt? Only 
the Republicans. 

Choo-choo-choo! Whoo .. whoo-whoo! 
On the road down to socialism. As we 
come down the road to socialism and -
pump priming we are going to tell the 
people of this country that that is what 
we have to do. Choo-choo-choo! Have 
the Government run business. Stop that 
train, Mr. Conductor. This is America, 
and I want to tell the people that we will 
run the country for them. Be patient, 
America, we will take you all for a ride. 

. Mr. BIEMILLER. :Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last two words 
and asl{ unanimous consent to revise and 
extend my remarks and speak out of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
· to the request of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BIEMILLER. Mr. Chairman, it 

seems to me this is a rather peculiar 
time in the history of our country for 
us· to be descending · to discourses on 
petty politics such as we have just had 
here. I think we ought to recognize 
that in times like these we have somn 
serious problems on our hands, problem:; 
with which you and I are trying to 
grapple. 

But I cannot help, as long as there 
have been some observations made on 
the floor, to recall that only last Satur
day I paid a visit to the State of the 
gentleman who just preceded me in the 
well of the House. I made a speech at 
Philadelphia last Saturday. While I 
was there I took occasion to consult with 
some of the leading citizens of that area 
to find out what was happening in the 
State of Pennsylvania. 

I found in one sense nothing new. I 
found the same old crowd that for years 
has been dominant in the politics of the 
State of Pennsylvania is still very much 
on top of the heap. I am referring, of 
course, to what is commonly known as 
the Grundy machine. Many years ago 
when I taught at the University of Penn
sylvania the Grundy machine was on 
top of the heap. It still is. Anyone who 
has ever taken the trouble to study even 
in the most casual manner the politics of 
Pennsylvania and, for that matter; the 
.politics of the United States, knows very 
well what the Gundy machine has 
meant. The Grundy machine has been 
an organization concerned only with the 
interests of one group of citizens. It has 
been concerned exclusively with the in
terests of the Pennsylvania Manufactur
ers Association and the kind of legisla
tion which the" Pennsylvania Manufac
turers Association wants. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BIEMILLER. I yield to my friend 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, the 
distinguished majority floor leader. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Is it not true that 
Governor Duff has accused Grundy of 
controlling the Pennsylvania Manufac
turers Association, and accused them in 
turn of controlling and owning the Re
publican Party and controlling the 
State? I would be interested to know 
whether the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania [Mr. RICH] is a Duff man or a 
Orundy man. 
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Mr. -RICH. Mr. Cha~rman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

. Mr. BIEMILLER. I yield to the gen
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RICH. I am for a good, ·sound ad
ministration in the State of Pennsyl
vania, and we are going to have it. We 
are not going to ask anybody from the 
State of Wisconsin or Massachusetts to 
tell us how to run the State of Pennsyl
vania, because we get along up there and 
we always have. We are a hard-worki.rig 
people, industrious, honest, and consci
entious. 

Mr. Grundy is one of the citizens of 
this country who asked for labor to have 
jobs by having a high. tari:fI, and I am 
with Mr. Grundy on that. I am against 
the reciprocal-trade agreements because 
they are going to wreck this country, 
throw labor out of employment, and close 
down industry. 

If that is what you want, you are going 
to get it. The quicker you turn back, 
the better it will be. _ 

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BIEMILLER. I yield. 
Mr. DINGELL. About all the gentle

man from Pennsylvania said was that 
he is opposed t_o sin-but what does he 
stand for on the positive side? 

Mr. BIEMILLER. While I was in 
Pennsylvania, I made an observation on 
the subject referred to by the gentleman 

· from Massachusetts. There is a very 
interes.ting internecine warfare going on 
in the Republican Party of Pennsylvania. 
The Governor of Pennsylvania, as cor
rectly stated by the majority leader, has 
been out, really been out against the 
Grundy machine and has pointed out 
facts that many of us have known for 
a great inany years-but which not many 
Republicans are willing to talk about. 
That is that the Pennsylvania Manufac
turers Association and their allies in the 
power trust, through Joe Grundy, have 
been running the State of Pennsylvania. 
In the course of this very interesting 
internal fight, some interesting things 
have happened in the politics of the 
State of Pennsylvania. We have found, 
for example, that one· self-styled Re
publican liberal who came originally 
from the Middle West, Mr. Harold Stas
sen, who is now president of the Univer
sity of Pennsylvania, is obviously more 
concerned with using that high position 
as a sounding board for self -seeking 
politics than he is in trying to administer 
the affairs of the University of Pennsyl
vania because he is now in this campaign 
with everything he has. This alleged 
liberal, this self-styled 1iberal, is now 
lined up with the Grundy machine in 
this fight, a rather interesting transition 
for one who was prating during recent 
months of what a great white hope he 
was for liberalism in the Republican 
Party. Of course, we in the Middle West 
are not overly surprised for we have long 
known that Mr. Stassen is concerned 
primarily with just one project-the 
self-advancement of Harold Stassen. 
Evidently he is convinced the Grundy 
m~chine will win in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that debate on this 
paragraph do now close. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as fallows:-
For construction, installation, and equip

ment of temporary or permanent public 
works, including buildings, facilities, appur
tenances and utilities, at stations of the 
Alaska Comnmnication System, as author
ized by act of October 27, 1949 (Public Law 
414), without regard to sections 1136 and 
3734, Revised Statutes, as amended, includ
ing hire of passenger motor vehicles; pay
ment of claims as authorized by law (28 
U. S. C. 2672); $1,000,000, to remain avail
able until expended: Provi ded, That this ap
propriation shall not be available for con
struction of family quarters at ( 1) a cost per 
family unit in excess of $28,000 for construc
tion, including kitchen range, refrigerator, 
telephone, architectural and engineering 
services, and all contingencies; nor at (2_) 
a cost per family unit in excess of $5,000, for 
site development and outside utilities, in
cluding architectural and engineering serv
ices therefor and all contingencies. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I 
o:fier an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. BARTLETT: On 

page 334, line 20, strike out "$1,000,000" and 
insert "$2;877,920." 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, the 
amendment sought to bring the con
struction appropriation for the Alaska 
Communication System to $2,877,920 
from the House committee allowance of 
$1,000,000 represents construction of 
buildings for technical equipment in the 
amount of $2,216,000 for radio trans
mitters, receivers, and the necessary 
power equipment for the operation of 
the equipment and construction of 28 
sets of family quarters in the amount of 
$661,920 to be used mainly for noncom
missioned officers. 

In the entire Alaska Communication 
System of 42 stations there is technical 
equipment valued at about .$8,000,000. 
It is imperative that this equipment 
which is now installed in the wartime 
buildings which are either tar-paper
covered shacks or quonset huts be re~ 
placed with new buildings as the old 
buildings have now deteriorated to a 
point where they are beyond economical 
repair. 

The Department. of the Army has re
cently advertised for bids for the con
struction of four types of family houses 
to be built at Fort Richardson, Alaska, 
and the type of construction and the 
size is reduced from the previous stand~ 
ards built in this area. The low bid for 
a single unit of the military construc
tion, on the .assumption that 400 would 
be built, was $15,000. The unit cost at 
Anchorage for the Alaska Communica
tion System program has been estimat-. 
ed at $19,700 since the estimate is based 
on individual units rather than a block 
bid on the Army construction of 400 
units. Since the funds in the appropria
tions bill for the cohstruction program 
of the Alaska Communication System 
for family quarters are at distant points.
from Anchorage, such as Fairbanks, Big 
Delta, Cathedral Bluffs, Northway, Skag-· 
way, and Naknek, it is obvious that sin
gle units at these distant points will cost 

more. The computed average price is 
$23,640. Following is a short chart giv
ing a break-down of the $661,920 for fam
ily quarters sought by the amendment: 
Estimated cost of ACS iamily housing for 

fiscal year 1_951_ 
Bids were recently opened for 50 

8-family row houses ( 400 units), 
at Fort Richardson. Based on low 
bid the total cost per family unit 
including furnished materials and 
cost of engineering, design, in
spection, supervision, and ad-
m_inistration is __________________ $15, 000 

For ACS duplexes adci-
5 percent for individual heat-

ing------------------------- $750 
10 percent fo1• size of program 

(1 to 8 units instead of 400}- 1, 500 
10 percent for more costly de-

sign (duplex 1-story instead 
of 8-family (2-story) -------- 1, 500 

Total ______________________ 18,750 

Contingencies 5 percent_______ 938 

Per unit cost at Anchorage____ 19, 688 
Round figure________________ 19, 700 

Amount recommended based on above es
timate for Anchorage and applying the con
struction factors for more remote locations: 

Station 

Anchorage ___________ _ 
Fairbanks __ ----------Big Delta ____________ _ 
Cathedral Blu:ffs_~----Nortbway ___________ _ 
Skagway ________ _____ _ 
Naknek ______________ _ 

Fae- Unit b~f Budget 
tor cost units amount 

11. 0 $19, 700 
1. 2 23, 640 
1. 4 27, fi80 
1. 6 31, 520 
l. 6 31, 520 
1. 0 19, 700 
1. 2 23, 640 

8 $157, 1\00 
8 189, 120 
2 5.'i, 160 
2 63, 040 
2 63, 040 
2 39, 400 
4 9'4, 560 

Total. __________ ------- -------- 28 661, 920 
Av er age per 

unit _______ ___ -- ------ -------------- (23, 640) 

1 Base. 

. The favorable bids on Fort Richardson re
sulted from a new design which incorporated 
reduced standards of construction from those 
of last year. The figures recommended for 
the ACS budget assume a similar reduction 
in standards for ACS houses. 

It must be emphasized that the Alaska 
Communication System was provided $2,159,-
548 in the 1949 fiscal year which permitted 
the building of some very modest family 
quarters. In the 1950 fiscal year, although 
many millions were appropriated in the mili
tary budget for quarters in Alaska, none was 
appropriated for the Alaska Communication 
System. Therefore, for the fiscal year 1951 
this request of only $661,920 for the con
struction of 28 family quarters is a very 
modest request considering the total require
ment. 

I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that the 
people who sta:fI the ACS are doing 
a grand job. They handle all communi
cations for the Army, the Air Force, and 
some of the Navy communications and 
for the civilian population of Alaska. 
They are required to ·uve at distant 
points, often·under unfavorable circum
stances. The ACS has been, by and 
large, the most valuable training ground 
we possess for Signal Corps personnel. 
Tpe people who came out of the system 
during World War II were the backbone 
of the Signal Corps' expanding functions . 
Those people ought to be taken care of 
in respect to family, dwellings, along with 
the other persons in the armed services· 
in the Territory. 



1950 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 6645 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of · the 

gentleman from Alaska IMr. BARTLETT] 
has expired. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
this section close in 5 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of · the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. RABAUT]? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I rise 

in opposition to the amendment. 
Mr. Chairman, in reply to the Delegate 

from Alaska [Mr. BARTLETT], I would say 
that a study is being made by the De
partment of Defense, which has perhaps 
now been concluded, but the results of 
which have not yet been made to the 
committee. It is true they asked for 
$3,000,000, ·and it is set forth quite ex
plicitly on page 48 of the hearings, and 
detailed to some extent. The committee 
thought it was doing very well by this 
item in allowing $1,000,000. There has 
been a state of confusion in the building 
business in Alaska, and it has been a 
very expensive proposition. Accordingly, 
the committee feels it has done the best 
it could under the circumstances, and 
the newness of the program, and we ask · 
for a vote on the amendment and that 
it be voted down. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the Delegate 
from Alask:a. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

RIVERS AND HARBORS 
Maintenance and improvement of existing 

river and h arbor works : For the preservation 
and main t enance of existing river and har
bor works, and for the prosecution of such 
project s heretofore aut horized as may be 
most desirable in the interests of commerce 
and navigation; for surveys of northern and 
nort hwest ern lakes and ot her boundary and 
connecting waters as heretofore aut horized, 
including the preparation, correction, print
ing, and iEsuing of charts and bulletins, and 
t h e investigation of lake levels; for preven
tion of obst ructive and injurious deposits 
within the harbor and adjacent waters of 
New York City; for expenses of the Cali
fornia Debris Commission in carrying on the 
work authorized by the act approved March 
1, 1893, as amended (33 U. S. C. 661, 678, 
and 683) ; for removing sunken vessels or 
craft obstructing or endangering navigation · 
as authorized by law; for operating and 
maintaining, keeping in repa ir, and continu
ing in use without interruption any lock, 
canal (except the Panama Canal) , canalized 
river, or other public worlts for the use and 
benefit of n avigation belonging to tlw United 
States; for payment annually of tuition fees 
of not to exceed 76 student officers of the 
Corps of Engineers at civil technical institu
tions under the provisions of section 127a 
of the National Defense Act, as amended ( 10 
U. S. C. 535); for examinations, surveys, and 
contin gencies of rivers and harbors; for ex
amination of estimates of appropriations in 
the field; 'for printin g and b i.nding and office 
supplies and equipment required in the Office· 
of the Chief of Engineers to carry out the 
purposes of this appropriati~n. including 
such printing, either during a recess or ses
s ion of Congress, of surveys authorized by 
law, and such surveys as may be printed dur
ing a recess of Congress shall be printed, with 
illustrations, as document s of the next suc
ceeding session of Congress; $187,678,000.: 
Provided, That no part of this appropriation 

·shall be expended for an y preliminary exami-
nation, survey, project , or estimate not au-

thorized by law: Provided further, That from 
this appropriation the Secretary of the 
Army may, in his discretion and on the rec
ommendation of the Chief of Engineers based 
on the recommendation by the Board of 
Rivers and Harbors in the review of a report 
or reports authorized by law, expend such 
sums as may be· necessary for the main
tenance of harbor channels provided by a 
S t ate, municipality, or other public agency, 
outside of harbor lines and serving essential 
needs of general commerce and navigat ion, 
such work to be subject to the conditions 
recommended by the Chief of Engineers in 
his report or reports thereon: Provi ded fur
ther, That not to exceed $5,000 of the amount 
herein appropriated shall be available for the 
support and maintemmce of the Permanent 
International Commission of the Congresses 
of Navigation and for the payment of the 
expenses of the properly accredited delegates 
of the United States to the meeting of ·the 
Congresses and of the Commission: Provi ded 
further, That from this appropriation not to 
exceed $2,700,000 shall be available for trans
fer to the Secretary of the Interior for ex
penditure for the purposes of and in accord
ance with the provisions of the act of August 
8, 1946 (16 U. S. C. 756), and the act of 
August 14, 1946. 

Mr. PASSMAN. Mr .. Chairman, I offer 
an 2,mendrilent. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. PASSMAN: 
Page 337, line 1, after the semicolon, insert 

the phrase "for the execution of detailed in
vestigations and the preparation of plans and 
specifications for projects heretofore or here
after authorized." 

Page 337, line 10, strike out "$187,678,000" 
and insert in lieu thereof "$189,178,000." 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I re
serve a point of order against the amend-
ment. · 

Mr. PASSMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for five 
additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Louisiana? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 

from Louisiana is recognized for 10 
minutes. 

1'1Ir. PASSMAN. Mr. Chairman, the 
purpose of this amendment is to get into 
the bill language that would permit the 
Corps of Army Engineers to cont inue 
their planning program and to provide 
$1,000,000 in planning money. The Bu
reau of the Budget recommended for 
rivers and harbors $240,714,000. The bill 
before you provides only $187,678,000, a 
reduction by the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors in the amount of $53,036,000. 
The amendment before you will pro
vide only $1,000 ,000 in planning money . 
against the Budget's recommendations 
of $2,000,000. . 

I shall offer another amendment under 
''Flood control, general," which , if 
adopted, would provide $2,000,000 in 
planning money. Under "Flood control, 
general," the Bureau of the Budget rec
ommended $478,447,000. The bill before 
you provides only $341,055,000, a reduc
tion by the committee in this item · of 
$137,393,000. The amendment I shall 
offer under "Flopd control, general,'' will 
provide for only $2,000,000 in planning 
money against the Budget's recommen
dation of $4,000,000. 

Mr. Chairman, elimination of plan
ning money for the fiscal year 1951 will 

bring planning work to a standstill and 
prevent the preparation of plans and 
specifications for useful and necessa.ry 
projects which should be started in the 
near future. To my way of thinking, it 
is false economy to eliminate planning 
money and hamstring the Corps of Army 
Engineers. I should like to direct to the 
committee's attention that in recent 
years the Bureau of the Budget has re
quired strict limitation on new projects . 
started, with the result that the Bureau's 
recommendations and estimates, de
f ended by the chief of engineers, for 
the last three fiscal years, provide for 
1949 onl~ 19 new projects; 1950, only 5 
new proJects; 1951, no new projects. 

The recommendation of the Budget 
that no new projects be started is a very 
drastic curtailment, but in addition to 
that curtailment, if we deprive the Corns 
of Army ~ngineers of planning money, 
we are gomg to paralyze and, to a large 
extent, destroy rivers and harbors and 
ftood control development. I am of the 
opinion, and I believe the majority of the 
committee will concur, that the Corps of 
Army Engineers are doing a creditable 
job. Many things have happened in the 
past 2 years which, on the surface, ap
pear to have been planned to embarrass 
the Corps of Army Engineers and to dis
credit them in the great job they are 
doing. 

Those of you who have kept up with 
con~truction work of the Corps of Army 
Engmeers know very well that projects 
of the civil works program which are 
now complete and in operation have al
ready returned to the Nation about $2.15 
for every dollar expended. It would be 
nothing less than false economy and 
certainly it would endanger the li~es of 
our citizens and destroy their property 
to interrupt or defer progress on rivers 
and harbors and flood-control construc
tion work. 

Is it not true that we have billions of 
dollars in rivers and harbors and flood
control authorizations outstanding? Is 
it not also true that the Congress passed 
a ~o.od-control bill only a few days ago 
in the amount of $1,500,000,000? This 
bill passed the House by a vote of 210 for 
with only 137 against. What would be 
the purpose of passing a new rivers and 
harbors and flood-control bill authoriz
ing additional expenditures if it is the 
purpose of the Congress to eliminate 
planning money and to paralyze the nor
mal operations of the Corps of Army En
gineers? 

Mr. Chairman, we are all in favor of 
greater economy in all branches of our 
Federal Government. My record will in
dicate that I have worked to effect great
er economy. I am on record as having 
voted against many appropriation bills, 
but there are certain public improvement 
expenditures that are absolutely neces
sary and these expenditures give us a 
large return on the investment. Rivers 
and harbors and flood-control work give 
us a very sa·~isfactory return on our in
vestment and protect the lives and prop
erty of our citizens. 

Mr. Chairman, as a member of the Ap
propriations Committe, it has been my 
privilege to cooperate with the chair
man and all members of the committee. 
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In my own subcommittee I voted for cer
tain reductions. On the floor of this 
House I opposed an amendment that had 
for its purpose to increase the appropria
tion bill in favor of a new program, but 
my amendment does not in any way start 
any new program. It merely provides for 
a very minimum of planning money for 
the Corps of Army Engineers and I am 
of the opinion, in the long run, if this 
amendment is adopted, it will save the 
taxpayers untold millions of dollars. Cer
tainly if we permit the Corps of Army 
Engineers to disrupt their planning work 
and lose trainee'! personnel, when the 
planning program is again started it 
will cost many additional millions of 
dollars to get the planning program back 
on a current basis. We experienced such 
a disruption in the President's freeze or
der of 1946 and it has been estimated 
that that order cost the taxpayers many 
millions of dollars. 

I wish to direct to the attention of the 
committee that rivers and harbors and 
flood-control development are almost 
Nat ion-wide and not localized in any 
sense of the word. 

I have a very high regard for every 
member of the Army Civil Functio~ 
Subcommittee. They have worked hard 
and untiringly to report out a good bill 
and I shall not complain too much about 
the unusual reduction made in this chap
t er. However, I certainly disagree with 
members of the committee when they at
tempt to paralyze and hamstring the 
Corps of Army Engineers by eliminating 
planning money. I hope that you sup
port this . amendment and also the 
amendment that I shall offer under 
"Flood control," generally because, in my 
opinion, to do so will save the taxpayers 
many millions of dollars in the long run, 
and prevent the destruction of one of the 
finest organizations in the Government, 
namely, the Corps of Lrmy Engineers. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. PASSMAN. I yield to the gentle
man from Georgia. 

Mr. VINSON. The gentleman's 
amendment, as I understand, applies to 
plans or projects heretfore authorized 
and hereafter authorized. 

Mr. PASSMAN. That is correct. 
Mr. VINSON. If it applies to projects 

hereafter authorized, it 1s subject to a 
point of order. I suggest to the gentle
man that he make it apply to projects 
heretofore authorized so that he will 
have some basis for his argument. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PASSMAN. I yield to the gentle
man from Mississippi. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. There was no 
point of ·order made againt it, and that 
language was carried by the committee. 
I think the gentleman from Georgia has 
made a good suggestion, and I suggest 
that the language "or hereafter author
ized" be eliminated from the gentleman's 
amendment, and then it would not be 
subject to a point of order. 

Mr. PASSMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that my amendment 
be modified to eliminate the word 
"hereafter". 

The CHA ....... --=tMAN. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Louisi
ana? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re-

port the amendment as now modified. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. PAS.SMAN: 
On page 337, line 1, after the semicolon, in

sert the phrase "for the execut ion of de
tailed investigation and the preparation of 
plans and specifications for projects hereto-· 
fore aut horized." 

On page 337, line 10, strike out the figure 
"$187,678,000" and insert in lieu thereof 
"$188,678,000." 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. PASSMAN. I yield to the gentle
man from Louisiana. 

Mr. BROOKS. I would like to ask the 
gentleman this question. His amend
ment now will authorize wt.at amount for 
planning? 

Mr. PASSMAN. I would like to say to 
the gentleman from Louisiana that the 
Bureau of the Budget recommended 
$2,000,000 for rivers and harbors, and I 
am asking tha ... the committee approve 
only $1,000,000. That is half of what 
the Bureau of the Budget requested. 

Mr. BROOKS. Does not the gentle
man's amendment carry the sum of 
$1,500.' 00? 

Mr. PASSMAN. No; it is $1,000,000. 
That is half of what the Bureau of the 
Budget requested. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Louisiana has expired. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
be permitted to proceed for one addi
t ional minute so that I may ask him a 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle
man withdraw his reservation on the 
point of order? 

Mr. RABAUT. Yes; since the amend
ment has been changed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, will 

the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PASSMAN. I yield to the gentle

man from Michigan. 
Mr. RABAUT. The gentleman says 

that . he has increased the amount by 
how much? 

Mr. PASSMAN. One million dollars. 
Mr. RABAUT. According to the fig

ures that we have received from the gen- . 
· tleman he increased it $1,500,000. We 
are not conceding it, but we just want 
to know what the figure is that the gen
tleman is increasing this amount by. 

Mr. PASSMAN. I Wish to have the 
amendment read "an increase of $1,-
000,000." 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman, 
if the gentleman will yield, I ask unani
mous consent that the figure be corrected 
so that it will read $188,678,000, and that 
will make the increase $1,000,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Mississippi? 

Mr. BROOKS. I object, Mr. Chair
man. I think the full budget request 
for planning ought to be"in the om. . 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, if the 
gentleman will yield, then the increase 
is how much? · 

Mr. PASSMAN. One million dollars 
is what I intended to ask for in the 
amendment. 

Mr. RABAUT. How can the gentle
man intend to make it $1,000,000 when 
he increases the figure from $187 ,678,000 
to $189,178,000? That difference is 
$1,500,000. . 

Mr. PASSMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the amendment 
be read. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
again read the P·assman amendment. 

Mr. PASSMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to correct the figure 
in the amendment so that the increase 
will read $1,000,000. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, I ob
ject. I am in favor of the budget amount 
or any amount that will reach toward 
the budget amount. I think the amount 
in this amendment is too low. · 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman, 
will the g·entleman yield? -. 

Mr. PASSMAN. I yield to the gentle
man from Mississippi. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. I suggest to the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BROOKS] 
that, so that his colleagues may try to 
accomplish his purpose, he offers an 
amendment to the amendment later, and 
let the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr: 
PASSMAN] submit his amendment as he 
intended. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. ·chairman, I offer 
a substitute for the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Louisiana. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. RANKIN as a 

substitute for the amendment offered by 
Mr. PASSMAN: 

On page 337, line 10, strike out "$187,678,-
000: Provi ded," and insert in lieu thereof 
"$192,678,000: Provided, That of this appro
priation, $2,000,000 shall be available for the. 
work of construction of the Tennessee-Tom
bigbee Inland Waterway heretofore author
ized by law (Public Law 525, 79t h Cong.), and 
$2,000,000 shall be available for construction 
of the Demopolis lock and dam in the Black 
Warrior, Warrior, and Tombigbee Rivers 
project: Provided further." 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 10 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Mississippi? 
Ther~ was no objection. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I wish 

all Members would move around in front 
where they can see this map clearly, be
cause I want to talk about a project that 
affects the entire Nation. 

In the first place, we are increasing the 
appropriation for the Demopolis Dam, 
but we are holding it down to $4,000,000, 
as recommended by the Bureau of the 
Budget. There is no question about both 
these projects being a part of the Ten
nessee-Tombigbee inland waterway. 

I want to appeal to you today from 
the standpoint of national defense first. 
We cannot afford another Pearl Harbor. 

We cannot afford to wait until our 
sleeping cities are awakened by the ter
rible music of the bursting bomb, as hap-
pened at Pearl Harbor 1n 194L · 
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This project will cut the water dis

tance between Mobile o·n the Gulf and 
the atomic-bomb plant at Oak Ridge by 
more than 800 miles. It will cut the cost 
of transportation from the Gulf to Oak 
Ridge by anywhere from 50 to 75 per
cent. Remember, we have already de
livered approximately 2,000,000 tons of 
material into Oak Ridge by barge. But 
if you take that material from the Gulf 
now, you have to fight the swift current 
of the Mississippi River for 869 miles, go 
up the Ohio River 47 mfles, then up the 
Tennessee River 215 miles to reach the 
point where, by following this slack
water route, you would only travel 481 
miles in slack water. 

In other words, you go 1,131 miles out 
of the way, and every foot of it up
stream. 

Someone has said that we have been 
on this project for 100 years. That is 
true; but they never could build this 
projeqt until the Pickwick Dam was built 
in 1938, because of the sand ridge be
tween the Tombigbee and the Tennessee, 
where you would have had to have lifts 
going both ways, with no water · supply 
at the summit. When that dam was 
built in 1938, raising that water level 54 
feet at the mouth of Yellow Creek, the 
Army engineers came back and said that 
that entirely solved the problem. They 
said they could put the summit of this 
project in the Trn.nessee River and have 
all the water we would ever need. 

Let me show you another thing. This 
is not only the missing link, in our pro
gram of national defense; but it is also 
the nJssing link in our program of in
ternal waterway transportation, for the 
simple reason that it cuts the cost of 
transportation on a bargeload of 14,000 
tons going into the Ohio River by more 
than $22,000 on the fuel bill alone. We 
have 47 locks and dams on the Ohio 
River, 13 on the Monongahela, and 8 on 
the Allegheny. It gives us virtually a 
slack-water route for returning traffic 
all the way to Pittsburgh, Pa., Cincinnati 
and \Vheeling, and all other points on 
the Ohio, the upper Mississippi, the Illi
nois, and the Missouri Idvers, and at 
the same time saves the swift current of 
the Mississippi River for downstream 
traffic. It does the same thing for the 
Great Lakes. : would like the lady from 
Ohio [Mrs. BOLTON] to pay particular 
attention, because I am coming to Cleve
land. We have had more people appeal 
to us from Cleveland, Ohio, to develop 
this project, than I ever dreamed would 
enter this fight. It means a slack-water 
route all the way back from the Gulf to 
the Great Lakes. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. RANKIN. I yield for a question. 
Mr. TABER. Would the gentleman 

be able to tell us how far it is from New 
Orleans to Mobile? 

Mr. RANKIN. It is 156 miles along 
the intracoast~l waterway that is pro
tected by a string of islands and is slack
water every step of the way. 

Going back to Cairo, it would cut the 
cost on a 14,000 barge load from the 
Gulf of ¥exico to Cairo above $20,000 
on the fuel bill alone. That means that 
saving on every barge load that goes into 

the Great Lakes up the Illinois River, or 
up the Mississippi River all the Vfay to 
Minneapolis and St. Paul, or up the Mis
souri River. 

Again let me call to your attention the 
fact that the iron-ore supply in America 
is being rapidly depleted, and unless 
something is done to find a source of 
iron ore, you are going to find your great 
industrial plants in the Middle West, in 
Pittsburgh, C-incinnati, Detroit, Chicago, 
St. Louis, and all the other cities in that 
area seeking locations elsewhere. The 
iron-ore supply in that entire area is 
rapidly declining. 

But they have disc.overed the greatest 
high-grade iron-ore deposit in the world 
in Venezuela. Let me read to you what 
someone has written in the interests of 
the steel producers of this great area. 
He says: 

They have discovered a huge mountain ex
tending upward 2,000 feet, 1 mile wide and 
1l miles long. It is practically all high
grade iron ore, the richest and largest high
grade ore deposit in the history of the world. 

These barges that go down the· Mis- · 
sissippi River, when they come back not 
only can bring this iron ore from Vene
zuela, but they can bring back bauxite 
that the people of that area are using 
to manufacture aluminum. They can 
also bring back oil. One man wrote me 
that he was shipping 15,000 automobiles 
a month from Detroit down the Ohio 
and the Mississippi Rivers. He said, "I 
want to bring back oil," which he can 
get right at the Demopolis field, and save 
him $30,000 on one barge load. 

But the way it is now, he said: 
The swift current of the Mississippi River 

eats up my profit. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. I yield. 
Mr. JONES of Alabama. I wonder if 

the gentleman could supply us with the 
figures of traffic density on this river, 
caused by the development of the South 
American iron-ore fields. 

Mr. RANKIN. With this develop
ment it will double, treble, and quad
ruple the traffic on the Mississippi River. 
The traffic will go counterclockwise 
down the Mississippi, across to Mobile, 
up through the Tombigbee to the Ten
nessee and then downstream to Padu
cah and Cairo. 

This traffic would move counterclock
wise, go down the Mississippi, across to 
Mobile, back up through this slack:
water route to the Tennessee and then 
downstream to Paducah and Cairo. 
When. you get above St. Louis you have 
26 locks and dams on the Mississippi 
between there and Minneapolis and St. 
Paul. You have seven locks and dams 
on the Illinois River, that provides a 
slack-water route into the Great Lakes. 
Yet that traffic is bottled up, simply for 
the want of this missing link in the 
greatest inland waterway system the 
world has ever seen. 

If this project were in Europe it would 
have been developed long ago. If it 
were in Europe now, they would be de
veloping it at the expense of the Ameri
can taxpayers under the so-called Mar
shall plan. 

Mr. DEGRAFFENRIED. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. I yield. 
Mr. DEGRAFFENRIED. I want to con

gratulate the gentleman from Mississippi 
for the fine work he has done for years 
on this project. I believe that the Mem
bers of Congress are gradually becoming 
alive to the fact that this will be not only 
of benefit to the South but of benefit to 
the entire Nation as a defense project. 

Mr. RANKIN. Let me say to the gen
tleman from Alabama that it will extend 
its immediate benefits clear up to the 
district of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. REED]. It will extend its benefits to 
all of that entire western section of 
Pennsylvania, over all of the State of 
Ohio, over all of the States of Illinois, In
diana, Wisconsin, Minnesota, West Vir
ginia, Kentucky, Missouri, Nebraska, 
Kansas, Iowa, North and South Dakota, 
and Montana. Nearly every one of those 
States will really enjoy at least as much, 
if not more, benefits from it than will 
the State of Mississippi. 

I sincerely tru-st that the committee 
will accept this amendment and let us 
move forward to the development of the 
missing link in our inland waterway sys
tem, as well as the mi-ssing link in our 
national defense program. 

Mr. O'SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. ~ yield to the gentle
man from Nebraska. 

Mr. O'SULLIVAN. I want to complf
ment the gentleman for his fine presen
tation. I propose to support his amend
ment. 

Mr. RANKIN. I thank the gentleman 
from Nebraska. I hope my amendment 
is adopted unanimously. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Mississippi has expired. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word, and. I ask 
unanimous consent to address the Com
mittee for 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, the na

tional defense is vitally involved in this 
project. 

This project gives our Nation a short 
slack-water route. 

And why is that important to the 
national defehse? 

It shortens by mo:.-e than 800 miles the 
distance from the Gulf of Mexico to our 
atomic-bomb plant at Oak Ridge. 

It cuts the cost of transportation by 
50 to 75 percent. 

It gives us an additional outlet to the 
sea in time of emergency. 

It gives us a connecting, highly im
portant slack-water route from the Gulf 
of Mexico to the Ohio River, to the upper 
Mississipi, to the Missouri River, to the 
Great Lakes. 

In this day of snorkel submarines, of 
guided missiles shot from submarines 
against our coastal cities, possibly with 
atomic warheads, how vital can a slack
water inland transportation network be? 

Of course, we have no way of knowing, 
in time of peace. 

But in time of war its importance can 
be incalcl1lable. 



6648 CONGRESSIONAL . RECORD-HOUSE MA~f 8 

As an example, I think of the terrible 
depletion, in the last war, of the Mesabi 
iron-ore range, 

Two years ago the Armed Servic~s 
Committee had a forecast from an in
dustry leader that in the very near future 
our great Nation will be substantially de
pendent upon Brazil and other South 
American countries for high-grade iron 
ore. . 

Now, just how, in time of war, will we 
get that iron ore, if we have to have it? 

ThSlit is the kind of defense question 
that has interested me in this Tennessee
Tombigbee inland waterway. 

I recall only too vividly our tragic ex
periences with German submarines in 
the last war. 

Why, members of the committee, even 
the Caribbean became almost impassable. 

Ships were being sunk, one after the 
other, right off New York Harbor. 

And that was before the snorkel sub-
marine. 

That was before guided missiles. 
That was before atomic energy. 
I shudder to contemplate the next sub

marine war-with submarines fighting 
· submarines-with homing devices guid
ing torpedoes-with submarines serving 
as carriers of long-range missiles guided 
by radio to their targets-missiles armed, 
possibly, with such terribly destructive 
warheads that it may well be that the 
future submarine will be able to devas
tate the coastal areas of the entire 
Nation. 

The grief we had in the last war in 
trying to get our tankers, our coastal 
shipping, or Liberty ships through is all 
too vivid in my mind. 

We missed only by an eyelash the 
losing of the war to the submarine. 

And today, Russia has far more sub
marines-about six times as many-in
cluding the modern, deadly snorltel type, 
than Germany had in her possession at 
the outbreak of World War II. 

Its potentialities in time of war are 
enormous. 

To my way of thinking, with national 
defense our No. 1 requirement today, 
that fact must play an important role 
in. the decision of the House on this 
project. 

It will save vast amounts of transpor
tation costs. 

It permits the newly discovered, ex
tremely rich iron ore deposits of Venezu
ela to be brought more cheaply-and, of 
·much greater importance, far more 
safely-to our great steel centers such 
as Pittsburgh, Cincinnati, Youngstown, · 
Chicago, Detroit, and St. Louis. 

I have checked into the feasibility of 
the project. 

The Army Chief of Engineers terms the 
project not only possible but entirely 
feasible. 

He reports that the ·construction of 
the Pickwick Dam in 1938 across the Ten-· 
nessee River, just below the point where 
this project reaches the Tennessee, raised 
the water level at that point 54 feet. 

And that event changed the entire 
completion of this project, which has 
had a long and troubled history. 

For, theretofore, because of a sand 
ridge between the Tombigbee River and. 
Tennessee River, it was impracticable to 

consider the project. The geography of 
the situation required the construction of 
expensive locks. 

Now, however, thanks to the Pickwick 
Dam, the Army engineers can assert
and have officially reported-that be
cause this dam raised the water level 54 
feet, the offending sand ridge can be cut 
through, the summit of the project can 
be put in the Tennessee River, and there 
will be ample water for its operation. 

So, Mr. Chairman, I urge the . commit
tee to consider this project with greater 
sympathy than heretofore. 

Its national defense implications are 
truly tremendous. 

And, as in the case of great weapons 
of war, it is far too late to attempt to 
build such an enterprise once an emer
gency is upon us. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairi:nan, will the· 
gentleman yield at that point? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield. 
Mr. RANKIN. I am quite sure the 

gentleman is quoting General Wheeler. 
Mr. VINSON. I am; the gentleman is 

right. 
Mr. RANKIN. General Wheeler was 

Chief of the Army Engineers and was the 
Washington representative of the Army 
engineers when the survey of this proj 
ect was made back in the 1930's. In my 
opinion he is one of the ablest men who 
have ever been Chief of the Army Engi
neers. He says this project is absolutely 
necessary for our national defense. 

Mr. VINSON. There can be no doubt 
of that. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. I may say to the 

gentleman from Georgia that one rea
son given by the United States Steel 
Corp. for the recent increase in the price 
of steel was to procure capital to de
velop its resources in Venezuela. If 
they consider it necessary now to begin 
opening up that area, it is an indica
tion to us that if we are to profit by it 
in time of national emergency we must 
provide a safe means of getting the raw 
material to the industrial areas. 

Mr. VINSON. Why, of course. Dur
ing World War II right out of New York 
Harbor ship after ship was sunk. How 
are you going to get this material into the 
industrial centers unless you adopt a 
measure of this kind and permit the 
ships to come through the Caribbean, 
then up the Warrior River, up the Tom
bigbee to the Ohio, and thence Ol_l up to 
Pittsburgh, Chicago, Detroit, and that 
whole section of the country? 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield to the gentle
man from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN. Let me call the gen
tleman's attention to the fact that 4 
years ago this project was authorized 
by a majority vote of both Houses but 
they said at that time, "Wait and let 
them finish the planning." The plan
ning is now complete. We have spent 
$858,000 on the planning of this proj
ect, and the plans are now complete, 
as General Pick said the other day. 

Mr. VINSON. The gentleman is cor
rect. 

Mr: TABER. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment and ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for an 
additional 5 minutes. · 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. TABER. I yield to the gentleman 

from Michigan . . 
Mr. RABAVT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 

unanimous consent that debate on the 
pending amendments and all amend
ments thereto close ill 30 minutes, the 
last 5 minutes to be reserved to the com
mittee. I · want to make a statement 
which I trust will not be taken person
ally by any Member. Because of what 
happened a year ago I will make a per
sonal objection to the assignment of time 
from one Member to another, so those 
who want to speak on the amendment 
will be asked to speak in their own'right. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman, 
reserving the right to object, and I shall
not object, is the gentleman's request 
limited to the amendment proposed by 

·my colleague from Mississippi [Mr. RAN
KIN] or to the original amendment? 

Mr. RABAUT. To the amendments 
that are on the Clerk's desk and all 
amendments thereto. 

Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman from 
Michigan may not know it, but he can
not object to a Member yielding to an
other Member for an interruption. 

Mr. RABAUT. I did not say that. 
That statement has not been made. 

Mr. RANKIN. No; but this is an at
tempt to shut off debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I object. 
Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Chairman, 

there are 20 Members standing who wish 
to be heard personally, and I do not think 
it is right to cut debate on an important 
subject like this; therefore, I am forced 
to object. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I think 
the Members ought to know something 
about this, and I think I ought to call 
the attention of the members of the Com
mittee to a few of the facts that relate. 
to it. 

The length ,of this waterway is 268 
miles; 180 -on the Tombigbee River, 49 
from Maceys Creek to Yellow Creek, and 
39 down Yellow Creek into the Tennes
see. That is just about the same dis
tance as the distance from Albany to. 
Buffalo. There we built the enlarged 
Erie Barge Canal of just about this same 
size, but . with only just a few locks, and 
40 years ago, with costs much lower than 
now; the cost of that construction was 
$400,000,000. 

Let me tell you this, in arriving at es
timates which totaled $170,000,000 a 
year ago, the engineers put in locks and 
dams at from $3,350,000 to $8,000,000 
over all. Let me say to you that single 
locks and dams, with the capacity to 
carry tows that would be required here, 
are set up as costing $20,000,000, and r 
have got one of those right in front of 
me. Many of them up through the Ohio 
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and the Mississippi, in the upper reaches, 
cost $15,000,000, and the cost of just the 
18 locks and dams, in my judgment-and 
I am basing that on my experience with 
the engineers and the things that they 
have done-would run $270,000,000. 

The excavation is epormous. Why, a 
lot of that river is 6 feet wide and 6 
inches to 3 feet deep. The width of the 
waterway is to be not less than 170 feet 
at the bottom of the channel. With re
spect to the 49 miles between Maceys 
Creek and Yellow Creek there is no wa
ter at all. The entire distance must be 
excavated, necessitating the removal of 
88,000,000 yards of dirt. The elevation is 
170 feet from the water level, which 
means excavating 170 feet deep. The 
width of this excavation will flare out 
about 2,000 feet in order to provide pro
tection against soil erosion. It is, of 
course, impossible for anybody to esti
mate what it might ultimately come to; 
$350,000,000 would be a low estimate of 
what it would run. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. TABER. Yes; I yield. 
Mr. RANKIN. General Pick testified 

the other day that the limit would be 
$189,000,000. 

Mr. TABER. But I have given you the 
details, and the gentleman will realize, 
if he studies General Pick's operations, 
that he runs his figures up. Why, on one 
dam on the Missouri River he ran it up 
from $75,000,000 to $225,000,000. Oh, 
he is a good man to run the figures up. 
He does not run them up, though, until 
after he gets something started. I 
think we ought to understand that first. 
The figures that I gave you of from 
$350,000,000 to $400,000,000 are low. If 
you get into this project you will get in 
it away beyond $400,000,000 before you 
are through. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TABEn. I yield. 
Mr. JONES of Alabama. Will the gen

tleman be kind enough to tell us the 
dates the calculations were made as to 
the estimates on which he says the Chief 
of the Corps of Engineers was in error, 
so the record can be kept straight? 

Mr. TABER. It is very hard to go by 
that, because the Corps of Engineers re
design a project after construction is 
started on it, and they enlarge on it so 
that it costs a great deal more. One 
of those items was raised like that be-
tween 1943 and 1944 and the present 
time. Others have been raised enor
mous amounts in 1 year. They have 
doubled the cost of one proposed proj-
ect up there this yast year. · 

Mr. JONES of Alabama. Does the 
gentleman mean the calculations were 
made in 1 year, or the original esti
mates--

Mr. •rABER. The original estimates 
sqmetimes are raised on the basis of 
inctreased size of the project. Some
times they are raised because they had 
given us . very low figures to start with. 
You cannot tell anytping about the fig
ures they give you. That is our ex
perience,_ and it has been a very dis
tressing experience, one that is exceed
ingly difficult for anyone to put up with. 

Let me show you another thing. It 
is 156 miles from New Orleans to Mo
bile. It is 268 miles -up here. You have 
18 blocks to go through with great big 
tows. The length of time is enormous. 
You cannot mal{e speed in that way, 

As to this iron-ore business, let me 
tell you how that is working, The United 
States Steel Co. has wharves set up in 
Baltimore and Philadelphia to take the 
ore that comes from their new project in 
Venezuela. That is the farthest ad
vanced of all the South American ore 
projects. They have gone so far as to 
spend millions of dollars on those proj
ects. If they had been figuring on bring
ing that ore into Mobile, you would have 
heard a lot more about that, and you 
would have heard about schemes for 
deepening the harbor and all that sort 
of thing. But they can haul that ore 
more cheaply in the large boa ts up to 
Baltimore and Philadelphia and thence 
by rail than they can transship it and 
haul it by barge up the Mississippi, and 
they can do it much more quickly. 

Let no one get the idea this is going 
to save a lot of money, or that it is a 
major item of defense. It is one of those 
things that have been dreamed up by 
certain people. I do not object to their 
having the dream, but I hate to see the 
United States Treasury embarl{ on a 
project that I cannot see a chance in 
the world of working out for less than 
$350,000,000 to $400,000,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope the House will 
reject this proposal. 

Mr. PASSMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that my amendment 
be modified to read $188.678,000" rather 
than the figure previously submitted. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, reserv
ing the right to object, then what would 
the effect be? 

Mr. PASSMAN. It would increase 
rivers and harbors by only $1,000,000. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, further 
reserving the right to object, I want to 
say I objected originally to the change 
because I favor the higher figure as 
recommended in 'the budget. I with
draw my objection at the present time 
because I have presented an amend
ment at the Clerk's desk which will in
sert the full budget amount. 

Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Chairman, fur
ther reserving the right to object, in the 
event the unanimous-consent request of 
the gentleman from Louisiana is granted, 

· what then would be permitted by way 
of amendment to the gentleman's 
amendment in view of the fact that a 
substitute amendment has been offered? 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment 
may be offered to the Passman amend
ment. 

Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Chairman, I 
withdraw my reservation of objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Louisiana? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will 

again read the amendment offered by 
the gentl~man from Louisiana [Mr. 
PASSMAN]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. PASSMAN: 
·Page 337, line 1 after the semicolon, insert 

the phrase "for the e:xecu.tlon of detailed 

investigation and the preparation of plans 
and specifications for projects heretofore 
authorized." -

Page 337, line 10, strike out the figure 
"'$187,678,000" and insert in lieu thereof 
''$188,678,000." 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that since my 
amendment is a substitute amendment, 
I may add a similar amount to my 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Mississippi? · 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re

port the substitute amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
RANKIN]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. RANKIN as a 

substitute for the amendment offered by Mr. 
PASSMAN: On page 337, line 4, strike out 
"$187,678,000: Provided", and insert in lieu 
thereof "$192,178,000: Provided, That of this 
appropriation $2,000,000 shall be available for 
the work of construction of the Tennessee
Tombigbee Inland Waterway heretofore au
thorized by law (Public Law 525, Seventy
ninth Congress), and $2,000,000 shall be 
available for construction of the Demopolis 
Dock and Dam in the Black Warrior, warrior, 
and Tombigbee Rivers project: Provided fur
ther,". 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle
man offer an amendment to the amend~ 
ment of the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. PASSMAN] or an amendment to the 
substitute? 

Mr. BROOKS. I have an amendment 
to_ each of those amendments, Mr. Chair-
man. . 

The CHAIRMAN. Which amendment 
does the gentleman desire to offer? 

Mr. BROOKS. I want to offer both 
amendments. I should like to be recog
nized on either amendment. I will now 
offer the amendment to the substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendmei;it offered by Mr. BROOKS as an 

amendment to the substitute: Stril{e out 
"$192,678,000" and insert in lieu thereof the 
figure "$193,678,000." 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, I have 
offered an amendment to the substitute 
and I have an amendment to the Pass
man amendment as originally offered. 
My purpose in both instances is to ask 
that the committee proviqe the budget 
figure for planning for this purpose 
which is $2,000,000. For years we have 
been appearing before the Committee on 
Appropriations and asking for money for 
rivers and harbors projects. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BROOKS. I yield for a question. 
Mr. RABAUT. What is the purpose 

of the gentleman's amendment? 
Mr. BROOKS. It is to provide for 

the budget amount for this particular 
item. Th::i.t would be $2,000,000. 

Mr. RABAUT. How much is the full 
amount? 
. Mr. BROOKS. The additional amount 

would be $2,000,000. As I said, for years 
we have been going before the Commit
t ee on Appropriations speaking for this 
type of project and we have been talking 
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with them, and almost the first question -
that comes from the Appropriation Sub
committee in charge of this work is, 
Did the Budget recommend that figure? 
You answer "No," and you are out of , 
court, so to speak. 

In this instance the Budget did rec
ommend $2,000,000 for this particular 
item. I thought ft was a small figure 
for planning purposes. 

This item, plus the one for flood con
trol, totals $6,000,000 ·for planning. 
That is all the money that the Budget 
recommended for planning purposes to 
this particular civil-functions bill; yet, 
in spite of -that fact, every cent of it was 
stricken out when the bill came to the 
ftoor of the House of Representatives. 

It is my purpose today to present to 
you the proposition of restoring to this 
bill the amount the budget recom
mended for planning purposes in the 
rivers and harbors and ftood-control 
provisions of the act. · 

Just let me say this: There is no single 
small item-and in a bill of over $29,-
000,000,000, an item o~ $6,000,000 is a 
small item, comparatively speaking
there is no small item that will mean so . 
much to so many Members in so many 
scattered areas of the United States as 
will the restoration .of planning money 
in this particular bill. I think in both 
rivers and harbors and flood control, the 
restoration of planning means some 
eighty-odd projects throughout the 
United States will continue in a planning 
stage ahd at a cost of a total of $6,000,000, . 
and in this particular phase of the bill 
for rivers and harbors at a cost of $2,-
000,000. If that amount is restored, 
plans on these projects can go ahead. 
As some ·of my colleagues have told you, _ 
we have trained workers in this par
ticular work. They have been devoting 
their lives to the planning of river and 
harbor and :flood-control purposes. 
Those people will be released and with 
them will go "their training. The con
tinuity oI the work will be interrupted. 
If we do not restore the planning money' 
our action · will mark the beginning of 
the end of flood-control and rivers and 
harbors work until we can restore pJan
ning. It is extremely important to "the 
people of the United States. · 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BROOKS. I yield for a question. 
Mr. RANKIN. We have no objection 

to the increase of this planning money. 
Mr. BROOKS. I am very thankful for 

the kind support of the gentleman from 
Mississippi. 

Mr. HARRIS~ Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? · 

Mr. BROOKS. I yield to the distin
guished gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. HARRIS. Do I understand cor
rectly that the amendment proposed here 
is that our colleague from Louisiana, a 
member of the committee [Mr. PASSMAN], 
proposes an amendment to provide $1,-
000,000 for planning, and the gentle
man's amendment would increase that 
amount to the total recommended by the 
Bureau of the Budget for planning pur-
poses? · 

Mr. BROOKS. Th~t is correct . . 
Mr. HARRIS. On all rivers and har

bors and ftood control? 

Mr. BROOKS. No; not flood control. 
It is simply rivers arid harbors. This is 
the rivers and harbors phase of the bill. 

Mr. JIARRIS. The gentleman's 
amendment, as I understand, is to in- . 
crease the $1,000,000 proposed by his col
league the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. PASSMAN] to a total of $2,000,000? 

Mr. BROOKS. Yes; and for the rea
son that the budget recommended $2,-
000,000. I want to exhort my friends on 
the subcommittee who year after year 
have called on us to support the budget, 
to come forward and support the budget 
in this little phase of this important 
matter. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the gentleman 
yield further? 

Mr. :SROOKS. I yield. 
Mr. HARRIS. I wanted to ask if the 

amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Louisiana · [Mr. PASSMAN] was 
adopted, how would the $1,000,000 -be 
utilized for this project if it requires $2,-
000,000 to do the work that the Army 
engineers say they need? , 

Mr. BROOKS. It puzzles me- very 
much indeed-- . · 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Louisiana_ has expired. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to pr0ceed for three 
additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Louisiana? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, I have 

been puzzled about that. The amount" 
here is so small, and I can say it is 
needed, if a program of planning is 
worthy of being carried on without in
terruption. It is certainly worthy of the 
amount the budget recommended. If 
we do not allow that amount it will cause 
conside:;:-able confusion, for the great -
difficulty in equitably dividing a small 
amount. 

Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? . 

Mr. BROOKS. I yield. 
Mr. PICKETT. As I understand the 

amendment of the gentleman now pend-· 
ing, it is offered as a substitute. 

Mr. BROOKS. That is correct. I may 
also say that I also have present an 
amendment to the Rankin substitute. 

Mr. PICKETT. But the effect of the 
gentleman's amendment would be to 
make the amount as it is in the Rankin 
substitute? 

Mr. BROOKS. Right. 
Mr. PICKETT. Which would result in 

a total increase in the amount of money 
of some $6,000,000. 

Mr. BROOKS. Yes; the difference 
there would be simply $1,000,000 more 
for rivers and harbors planning--

Mr. PICKETT. What the gentleman 
really wants to do is to increase the 
amount for planning; that is what the 
gentleman is seeking. 

Mr. BROOKS. That is correct; I want 
to stand by the budget recommendation 

. of $2,000,000. 
Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment to the Passman amend
, ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. PICKETT as an 

amendment to the Passman amendment1 
Strike out "$188,678,000" and insert "$189,-
678,000." . 

Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Chairman, the 
situation is that the gentleman from , 
LOuisiana [Mr. PASSMAN] offered an 
amendment to this bill to put in $1,000,-
000 of planning money for rivers and 
harbors projects. The gentleman from 
Mississippi lMr. RANKIN] offered a sub
stitute which proposes to appropriate 
money to prosecute the construction of 
the Tennessee-Tombigbee Waterway 
and allow some planning money. The 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BROOKS], 
who just preceded me, has offered an 
amendment to the Rankin substitute in 
which he seeks $2,000,000 for planning 
money. If you adopt that amendment 
you will be putting $2,000,000 of plan
ning money in the Rankin substitute, 
together with money to further con
struction of the Tennessee-Tombigbee 
Waterway. 

Mr. BROOKS. _ Mr. Chairman, wilJ 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PICKETT. In just a moment. 
My amendment is to the Passman 

amendment. Bear in mind that the 
Passman amendment ·seeks to put 
$1,000,000 for planning in the bill. II 
my amendment to the Passman amend
ment is adopted, and the Passman 
amendment as amended is adopted, you 
would have $2,000,000 for rivers and har
bors and planning, the same sum of 
money approved by the Bureau of the 
Budget. That is the sum of money that 
has been appropriated by this ·Congress 
annually for the past several years for 
planning purposes in rivers and harbors 
construction. 

Let me say there is not a single rivers 
and harbors or ftood-control project now 
under construction in my district; there 
is not a single one now in course of plan- · 
ning that has been authorized that will 
be ·constructed in my district. But I do 
believe in all sincerity that unless you · 
have funds to carry on an adequate co
ordinated planning program for rivers 
and harbors and ftood-control work that 
you are going to find the day come when 
you have no backlog of those things to 
be done when it is necessary to do them. 

Mr. BROOKS: Mr. Chairman, will . 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PICKETT. I yield. 
Mr. BROOKS. I am very glad the 

gentleman has offered his amendment. 
I had no objection to planning; my ob
jection to the Passman amendment was 
that the amount for planning was be
ing reduced. I am going to be very happy 
to support the gentleman's amendment. 

Mr. PICKETT. I appreciate the 
statement of the gentleman in support of 
my amendment. If you favor the Tenn
essee-Tombigbee proposal for construc
tion then, of course, you would want to 
vote for it, but the situation is such that 
if you do not favor appropriation for 
construction of the Tennessee-Tombig
bee and you do favor the appropriation 
of $2,000,000 by the current bill for plan
ning rivers and harbors work for the 
next fiscal year, you can still vote against 
the Rankin substitute; vote for the Pick-
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ett amendment to the Passman amend
ment, adopt the Pickett amendment, 
then adopt the Passman amendment as 
amended, and you will have $2,000,000 in 
planning funds for rivers and harbors 
in the next fiscal year. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I .ask 
unanimous consent that debate on the 
pending amendments and all amend
ments thereto close in 20 minutes, the 
last 5 minutes to be reserved to the com
mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

Mr . .CHRISTOPHER. Mr. Chairman, 
I object. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I move 
that debate on the pending amendments 
and all amendments thereto close in 25 
minutes, the last 5 minutes to be reserved 
to the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the motion offered by the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. RABAUT]. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The CHAffiMAN. The Chair recog

nizes the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. EBERHARTER]. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Chairman, 
first I want to say that I am heartily in 
favor .of allowing $2,000,000 additional 
for planning. It has been demonstrated 
in the past that this money has always 
been well spent; it has been informative 
to the Members of-the Congress so that 
they know how work on these projects is 
proceeding and how to appropriate. So I 
hope the amendments offered by the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. PICKETT] 
and the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
PASSMAN] will be adopted. 

There has been a tendency in some 
quarters to attempt to belittle the Ten
nessee-Tombigbee project, but let me 
remind you that. this project has the ap
proval of the Corps of Engineers. There 
is no bureau in the Federal Government 
which is more constantly praised for its 
objective manner in loolt:ing into these 
projects. So keep in mind this project 
has been approved by the engineers; · 
keep in mind the sum asked for in the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from :Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN] has been 
approved by the Bureau of the Budget. 
That Bureau knows something about 
how to spend the taxpayers' money. 
It has examined into this thing, the 
Corps of Engineers has examined into 
this thing, so why should we come up 
here with only a few hours' considera
tion, even less than a few hours' consid
eration, a.nd toss out the recommenda
tion of the Corps of Engineers and the 
Bureau of the Budget? This project is 
going to be built, it is going to be fin
ished, and if~ is not done this year it 
will be done ultimately and within the 
next very few years. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr: FALLON]. 

Mr. FALLON. Mr. Chairman, a par• 
liamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
will state it. 

Mr. FALLON. Mr. Chairman, I have 
had an amendment at the Clerk's desk 
for several days, waiting to reach this 
section. My amendment increases the 

amount in the Passman amendment and 
the Pickett amendment $1,000,000. 
What is the status of my amendment at 
the present time? 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it intended as 
an amendment to the Passman amend
ment? 

Mr. FALLON. My amendment goes 
to the original sum, but subsequent 
amendments have been offered which 
puts my amendment in the third degree 
so that I cannot offer it now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is 
correct. The gentleman cannot off er 
his amendment until the pending 
amendments are disposed of. 

Mr. FALLON. If the pending amend
ment is adopted, what position is my 
amendment in then? · 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course, the 
gentleman will bear in mind that the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. PAs.s
MAN] has offered an amendment; the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. RAN
KIN] offered a substitute for that 
amendment, and the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr: BROOKS] offered an 
amendment to the substitute. The 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. PICKETT] 
offered an amendment to the Passman 
amendment. Those four are all we can 
have pending at one time. Of course, if 
the gentleman has in mind desiring to 
off er an amendment to the Passman 

·amendment after the Pickett amend
ment to the Passman amendment is dis
posed of, and if it should not be adopted, 
then the gentleman could offer his 
amendment as an amendment to the 
Passman amendment, but if the Pickett 
amendment to the amendment is adopt
ed, he could not offer it then. 

Mr. FALLON. My amendment has 
been on the desk for 2 days, and I just 
could not get recognition, and I am 
ruled out on a parliamentary situation 
from getting my amendment in. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course, the 
Chair would have been delighted to rec
ognize the gentleman, but he just can
not recognize everybody at the same 
time. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman, 
a further parliamentary inquiry.° 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Is it not true 
that the gentleman may make a state
ment respecting the amendment he pro
poses to offer under his allotment of 
time, and that it can be read for the in
formation of the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's 
name is on the list and he may use that 
time to explain the amendment. He may 
also have the amendment read for the 
information of the House, if he desires. 

Mr. FALLON. Mr. Chairman, I ask · 
unanimous consent that my amendment 
be read for the information of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Maryland? · 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read, as fallows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. FALLON: On 

page 337, line 10, strike out "$187,678,000" 
and insert "$1,300,000 additional." 

Mr. FALLON. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
to off er two amendments to H. R. 7786. 

On page 337, line 10, strike out "$187,-
678,000" and insert "$187,978,000." · 

On page 337, line 13, after the word 
"law", insert "Provided further, That 
of the amount herein appropriated $800,-
000 shall be expended on the improve
ment of Baltimore Harbor, Md." . These 
amendments both pertain to the same 
subject matter, to increase the appro
priation allocated to the port of Balti
more from the present $500,000, which 
the Appropriations Committee approved, 
to $800,000. 

President Truman, in making his rec
ommendations, recognized the impor
tance of this item and suggested a sum 
of not less than $800,000 and the Bureau 
of the Budget approved this amount as 
being the minimum for the continuation 
of the deepening of the main channel. 
However, the House Appropriation Com
mittee reduced the amount of $500,000 
without, I am sure, recognizing the dam
age that would be done to the project. 

The $800,000 figure recommended by 
President Truman and his budget aides 
is actually $200,000 short of the sum 
urged by those with an intimate and ex
pert knowledge of the channel problems. 
In January of this year, I appeared be
fore the Appropriations Committee and 
in a detailed statement asked the mem
bers to authorize $1,000,000 for continua
tion of the deepening of the main harbor 

· channel to 39 feet as essential to the ex
pected large volume of foreign iron ore 
through the port. I pointed out that 
shipping and related activities which 
provide employment for some 40,000 
persons result in the inflow of some 
$200,000,000 annually into the port's eco
nomic system, and generally affects every 
other business in the area and the entire 
economy of the United States. All of 
the dredging which has been planned 
for the coming year is required in a gen
eral channel deepening and widening 
program given Federal approval in the 
Seventy-ninth Congress which is now 
Public Law No. 14. The $1,000,000 :fig
ure is vitally necessary in order tu keep 
dredging work going throughout the 12 
months of the year. Further reduction 
of $300,000 by the committee cuts the 
needed sum in half. It will delay the 
completion of the work and the useful
ness of the port. It is, in fact, a wasteful 
·economy. 

In the past 8 months Baltimore's posi
tion in the ·economic lifestream of the 
country. has increased vastly in impor
tance. I am sure you are all acquainted 
with the huge import ore movement an
nounced for the immediate future. Bal
timore has been selected by major steel 
companies of the country as the point of 
entrance for the bulk of this import ore. 
The announced plans of these firms in
clude the use of ships of substantially 
greater tonnage than our present chan
nels can accommodate. On different ~ 
occasions ore ships going to Bethlehem 
Steel from Venezuela, Chile, and Africa 
dragged the Chesapeake Bay bottom be
cause the channel was not deep enough. 
With Baltimore now becoming the ore
importing center of the United States it 
is more important than ever to accom
modate huge ore carriers, tanl{ers, and 
freighters as far as the inner harbor if 
the p01•t is to be utilized to the fullest 
extent. 
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It is a recognized fact among port 
authorities that the potential flow of im
port iron ore will give Baltimore th~ posi
tion of the leading tonnage port 9f the 
United States if we have the channel and 
facilities to accommodate the huge vol
ume tbat is expected to flow into the 
country within the next few years. Ex
pansion of existing facilities for the han
dling of iron ore is already under way, 
particularly the new projects of ·the 
Bethlehem Steel Co., the Western Mary
land and the Baltimore & Ohio Rail
roads, which run into millions, with pri
vate companies making substantial in
vestments in preparation for this vastly 
increased inflow of iron ore. This is be
ing done on the assurance that the Fed
eral Government will carry through its 
portion of the program by speedily com
pleting the much-needed 39-foot chan
nel. Though these facilities are being 
built, failure to speedily complete the 
main channel would be a major obstacle, 
for no substantial amount of iron ore 
can be received. Without the proper 
approach to the port, we can expect 
large portions of this ore will be lost to 
this country. 

Conservative estimates by responsible 
industrialists, transportation officials, 
and others indicate that the importation 
of iron ore at Baltimore should increase 
from its present rate of about 2,000,000 
tons per year to approximately 10,000,-
000 tons per year in the immediate fu
ture. Only a fraction of this iron ore 
will be consumed at Baltimore. The 
major portion of it is destined for the 
inland mills in Pittsburgh, Youngstown, 
Cleveland, and Ohio Valley vicinities and 
to points even further west where the 
greatest steel producing center in the 
world is located. 

It hardly needs to be emphasized here, 
that upon steel depends the economy of 
our , country and steel production defi
nitely depends on the availability of iron 
ore. This is · not just a local project 
but very definitely one that will have far
reaching effects on great sections of our 
country and on the over-all economy of 
the Nation. -

The importance of Baltimore to the 
West as a major outlet for grain, live
stock, coal, iron, lumber, and many other 
products -in which the shippers of the 
Western States are greatly interested· 
should not be overlooked. Baltimore 
serves as a gateway for the agricultural 
and commercial products of the inland 
East and the Mid-West. It is through 
this gateway that raw materials vital to 
our industrial life enter the country and 
the products of our fields and factories 
flow to foreign markets. 

The Appropriation Committee appar
ently did not accept my factual state
ment, or in an economical mood, decided 
to reduce the sum without taking into 
account the importance of the port of 
Baltimore in peace and war, now, and 
for all our future time. 

I cannot stress too strongly the need 
for intelligent spending ·and intelligent 
economy. I personally have supported 
and worl{ed to accomplish economy in 
Government. However, there is such a 
thing as being penny wise and pound 
foolish and, in my opinion, the $300,000. 
reduction could not have been .consid-

ered by the committee with full know!.;. 
edge of the results that must follow in 
the crippling of the Government's work 
in connection with the deepening of this 
channel. This is not a matter of poli
tics, nor city, county, or State impor
tance. It is presently a matter of. com
mercial national interest and could very 
well become one of national safety. 

Let me point out also, should the cold 
war develop into a fighting war, which is 
not impossible nor too improbable, the 
port of Baltimore might conceivably be 
the terminus of the lifeline of our 
Nation. 

Repeating what I said before the com
mittee, "What affects the port of Balti
more affects the world and in this case, 
specifically, the entire economy of the 
United States," is not a theory but a fact 
and the sum of $500,000, which has been 
approved by the committee, when com
pared to allocations of smaller port de
velopments, is not reasonable nor prac
ticable and should be increased at least 
to $800,000. This $800,000 was recom
mended in the President's budget and 
approved by the Bureau of the Budget 
and should be properly restored. Even 
this sum should be supplemented to the 
full $1,000,000 which was arrived at as 
a result of careful planni:Qg. Work of 
this kind cannot be done overnight and 
should a national emergency arise, it will 
be the responsibility of this Congress if 
our ports are unable to properly 
function. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
SASSCER]. 

Mr. SASSCER. Mr. Chairman, I di
rect my thought to the amendment my 
colleague the gentleman from Mary
land [Mr. FALLON] has at the desk 
V{hich we hope will be voted upon. This 
amendment is directed to obtaining 
$300,000 additional for the great harbor 
of Baltimore. 

The· city of Baltimore is among the first 
three ports of the United States. It has 
been second for some time, and for sev
eral months last year was first, but in 
ratio of the amount of money spent to 
the tonnage going -into that harbor, it 
has in no way been receiving a just allo
cation of the money directed to rivers 
and harbors. · 

There are approximately 40 miles of 
sherelines, most of which border upon 
the district I represent, with vast berth
ing · facilities, and industrial plants 
among the leaders of the country, ·air
plane plants and steel plants that are 
vital to the economy of America. When 
river and habor projects are directed to 
commerce, the basic justification for 
Federal river and harbor projects, and 
with Baltimore the center of commerce, 
the spending of this additional money, 
which will only permit a 65-percent im-
provement, is well justified. · 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog..: 
nizes the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
GAlU\IIATZ]. 

Mr. GARMATZ. Mr. Chairman, I 
would like to add my appeal to that of 
my colleague from Maryland, in urging 
that the appropriation for the civil func
tions, Department of the Army, the rivers 
and harbors section, be increased to -pro.; 
vide $800,000 for the Baltimore Harbor 

and channels, instead ·of the $500,000 in 
the· appropriatibn bill. 

Most of this money would be used for 
deepening the channels of the Baltimore 
Harbor. This work has been going on for 
several years and the appropriation now 
requested would permit work on the ex
tension of this project. So far, the 
amount allotted each year has enabled 
the engineers to go ahead with the work 
for several months only, and then it is 
discontinued until the appropriation for 
the next fiscal year is granted. With the 
amount requested by my colleague, the 
project would be about 65 percent com-
plete. . 

For the past few years Baltimore ha:s 
been the second highest port in the 
country in volume of foreign commerce 
handled and for several months last year 
was the leading import tonnage port of 
the United States. It is fast becoming 
the Nation's largest and most important 
port. There are ·45.6 usable miles of 
water front comprising the harbor, and 
three-fifths of this has been developed. 
There are 40 miles of berthing space with 
290 piers. The harbor provides ware
house facilities with storage space of 
2,858,590 square feet; three huge grain 
elevators capable of delivering a total uf 
4,250,000 bushels of grain in 10 hours; 
rail yards capable of storing 4,500 freight 
cars; coal piers capable of loading 97 ,000 
tons of coal in 10 hours. · In addition, 
there are 14 shipbuilding and repair 
yards along the water front. 

About 140,000 Baltimoreans are · sup
ported by the port; that is, they are the 
families of mert and women directly en
gaged in the port's activities and those 
whose businesses are patronized by 
shippers and sailors. 

Since water transportation is the 
cheapest form of transportation, Balti
more holds great interest for shippers of 
foreign freight, because its port brings 
ocean freighters farther inland than any 
other port on the east coast. 

A very large percentage of the mer
chandise .sent abroad under the Euro
pean relief program passes through the 
port of Baltimore. 

Recently a large expansion program 
was announced by the Bethlehem Steel 
Co., which includes an additional $30,-
000,000 program for its Sparrows Point 
plant. · They now import between four 
and five million tons of iron ore into Bal
timore annually and expect to increase 
this amount when their expansion pro
gram is completed. 

The United States Steel Corp. recently 
announced that Baltimore will be one of 
the principal ports of entry for its impor
tation of iron ore from its recently de.: 
veloped fields in Venezuela. 

The Republic Steel Corp. plans to im
port 1,000,000 tons of -t>re annually 
through the port from Liberian deposits. 

A new pier is now under construction 
for _the exclusive handling of ore, and 
this, with the expansion of existing fa..: 
cilities and the increased imports, is ex
pected to make Baltimore the No. 1 port 
of the country. · 

In his testimony· before the Senate 
Judiciary Committee on Monday, Secre-' 
tary-of the Interior ·Chapman said that 
today the steel industry must look to for
eign ·raw-material sources because do-
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mestic iron-ore supplies are approaching 
depletion, and this may make necessary 
the restricted steel production in the 
foreseeable future. He emphasized that 
lack of domestic ore ties· in with the need 
for, among other things, the choosing of 
sites along the Atlantic seaboard at such 
spots as Sparrows Point, Md., and east
ern Pennsylvania for new mills required 
to meet the Nation's needs. And these 
places were specifically mentioned as be
ing accessible to ocean shipping. 

An adequate supply of raw materfals 
for the steel industry could mean the 
difference between victory and defeat in 
an emergency. Therefore, the work on 
the deepening of the channel in the Bal
timore Harbor becomes of even greater 
importance. 

A glance at the House report on the 
bill will show that a number of ports far 
smaller in size and in amount of tonnage 
handled have been allotted much larger 
amounts than Baltimore. 

While the port of Baltimore and its 
activities are indispensable to the eco
nomic life of the city, I urge the adoption 
of this amendment, because the comple
tion of the work on the harbor is of vital 
importance to the welfare and safety of 
the entire Nation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
BOLTON]. 

Mr. BOLTON of Maryland. Mr. 
Chairman, I am naturally interested in 
the port of Baltimore because I represent 
a large section of the city, and any im
provement in the harbor or port facili
ties is sure to benefit some of my con
stituents. But much more important 
than the personal equation is the vital 
necessity of widening and deepening of 
the channel from the seacoast to Balti
more in order that deep draught ships 
may have ready ingress and egress to 
the port in time of w'ar. This is espe
cially important when we realize that 
we do not have enough iron in this coun
try to supply the demand in time of 
emergency and that Baltimore is the 
gateway from the sea to the inland steel 
industries around Wheeling, West Vir
ginia, Pittsburgh, Youngstown, and other 
inland steel centers. 

I do not consider the harbor work con
templated in this appropriation as a local 
project but rather as a part of our great 
national defense program. 

As one of America's chief gateways to 
the world, our ·port has always func
tioned for the Nation as a whole. Balti
more's pride in its shipping and its men 
of the sea has always been tempered by 
this fe~ling of national responsibility. 
In peace and in war it has responded 
promptly to the country's need. 

You may well ask, why Baltimore? 
What peculiarity does this port have that 
would make it the choice as the chief 
entrance point for the importation of 
iron ore? The answer to these questions 
is based on irrefutable facts. Many of 
the large steel manufacturing concerns 
basicly concerned with the economies of 
this situation have stated that they in
tend to use the port of Baltimore for the 
importation of their ore. Beyond this 
lies the fact that Baltimore enjoys a 
unique geographic9J position among 
United St ates ports and is situated only 

313 rail miles from the great iron and 
steel center of Pittsburgh. Philadelphia, 
the next closest port, is 360 miles from 
Pittsburgh, while New York is 426 miles 
from this steel metropolis in western 
Pennsylvania. Youngstown, Ohio, an
other great producer of iron and steel, 
lies 378 rail miles from Baltimore while 
it is 424 miles from Philadelphia and 500 
miles from New York. This substantial 
rail advantage in favor of the port of 
Baltimore prevails as far west as Chicago 
with its huge lake-side mills stretched 
along the shore of Lake Michigan to 
Gary, Ind. Chicago is 767 rail miles 
from Baltimore as compared with 814 
to Philadelphia and 890 to New York. 
· In view of these shorter rail distances 

and the fact that freight rates are based 
on the mileage haul clearly explains the 
choice of Baltimore as the major en
trance point for such a heavy and bulky 
commodity as iron ore where transpor
tation costs will form a major portion of 
the over-all cost of this product vital to 
steel manufacture. 

We have bulk cargo piers for the trans
shipping of grain in bulk, which are 
owned and operated by the three trunk 
line railroad comP.anies serving the port 
of Baltimore. The average capacity of 
the three grain elevators in Baltimore 
average 334,000 tons each. The ship
loading capacity per hour is about 1500 
tons. In 1945 1,886,000 tons of grain 
were handled by the port of Baltimore. 
Since that time shipments of grain 
abroad have decreased. 

The coal tipples, like the grain eleva
tors, are owned and operated by the 
three trunk line railroads. Coal is de
livered at the rate of 2,000 to 2,500 tons 
per hour. The Pennsylvania Railroad's 
coal pier has three movable coal towers 
which are capable of loading a vessel at 
the rate of aoo tons per hour. 

The Western Maryland Railway Co. 
delivers coal to vessels at the rate of 3,500 
tons per hour. · 

The average daily rate of all coal tip
ples is 6,500 tons per hour. In 1947, 
11,491,170 tons of coal passed through 
the port of Baltimore. 

Oil-handling facilities are available at 
11 piers operated by the leading_ oil com
panies. · All petroleum products are 
brought in, in bulk tankers from the Gulf 
coast and the Caribbean, except Gulf Oil 
Corp., which barges its oil from Phila
delphia, and the Sinclair Oil Co., which 
has a pipe-line connection from Phila
delphia. The total storage capacity of 
all oil installations in Baltimore is 4,900,-
000 barrels or about 735,000 tons. The 
receipts of petroleum products from 
1936-45 averaged 3,875,000 tons per 
annum. 

Several piers and wharves in Balti
more have loading equipment for han
dling ore, iron, and other bulk com-· 
modities. These facilities are owned and 
operated by the Bethlehem Steel Co., 
the Western Maryland Railway, the 
Pennsylvania Railroad, and the Canton 
Railroad Co. The Bethlehem Steel Co. 
ore-receiving dock is 11,200 feet long. 
The depth of the water alongside is 35 
feet. Ore-loading capacity of the dock 
is 2,600 tons per hour. This facility is 
purely for the local steel plant supply 
and is being worked to capacity, 

. The Western Maryland Railway ore 
pier is 832 feet long and 66 feet wide 
and the depth of the water alongside is 
35 feet. It is equipped with one 9-ton 
electric crane and with two boxcar load
ers, eac4 with a capacity of 300 tons per 
hour. 

The Pennsylvania Railroad pier is 1,200 
feet long and 64 feet wide. On the west 
side of the pier the depth of the water 
alongside is 30 feet all the way and on 
the east side the water varies from 14 
to 30 feet depth. The pier is equipped 
with an electrically operated conveyor 
capable of 675 tons capacity per hour. 

The Canton Railroad pier is 1,250 long 
and .80 feet Wide. It is equipped with 
two 35-ton traveling-bridge cranes han
dling from 400 to 500 tons per hour. 

Concrete bins with a capacity of 10,000 
tons for storage are available for storage 
of ore or other bulk commodities at the 
inshore end of the pier. 

The Copper Works pier on Clinton 
Street, near the foot of Holabird Avenue, 
is equipped with one 15-ton steam-loco
motive crane. This is an exclusive plant 
facility for the American Smelting & Re
fining Co. 

There are several other piers in the 
port operated by local industries. The 
city of Baltimore owns a large pier which 
is leased by the National Gypsum Co .. 
and is equipped to receive gypsum ore. 
The Mutual Chemical Co. handles 
chrome ore on its pier. The General 
Chemical Co. handles sulfur ore and 
the Davison Co. handles phosphorus 
rock. There are 30 feet of water along
side the Gypsum and Davison Chemical 
piers and 24 feet at the Mutual Chem-

. ical pier. 
In 1948 the imports of ores and metals 

were 6,341 ,069 tons, the highest in Balti
more history. 

More numerous and, from the stand
point of commerce, equally important 
are the industr ial and commercial piers 
in Baltimore. Their size and adequacy 
varies with the needs of the particular 
company involved. 

We also have a number of suitable 
sites for additional ore terminals in Bal
timore and the Port Development Com
mission of the city of Baltimore is in a 
position to finance the construction of an 
ore terminal in the event private capital 
for such an undertaking is not available. 

While I was a member of the Mary
land State Senate I heard one of the 
officials of the Bethlehem Steel Co. 
testify before a committee that we 
did not have enough iron ore in this 
country to carry on another war. God 
forbid that we may ever have another 
war, but if war should come, then surely 
we could not wait to dredge the harbor so 
that ships drawing 37 feet of water could 
unload their cargo on the docks in Balti
more for shipment to Pittsburgh and 
the other large steel producing localities 
throughout the Middle West. 

Under the River and Harbor Act of 
March 2, 1945, it was provided that a 
uniform main channel of 39 feet depth 
from the ocean be dredged through York 
Spit Section and Craighill entrance to 
Fort McHenry, as well as other projects 
vital to the safe usage and continued 
growth of the port of Baltimore. The 
total estimated cost for the harbor and 
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channel improvements is $10,400,000.· 
Up to the present time there has been 
allocated $6,176,400. Last year in spite 
of urgent recommendations of the Balti
more district engineer and General 
Feringer, the then Chief of Army En
gineers, the allocation ~or t}J.is main ship 
artery and related harbor work was re
duced to $650,000. This work, which 
was begun in June 1947, is now 65 per
cent completed. The allotted funds 
proposed for the fiscal year 1951 
amounted to $800,000. The additional 
funds required to complete the main 
channel to a depth of 39 feet to Fort Mc
Henry are $2,300,000. Baltimore Harbor 
interests are enthusiastically recom
mending an expenditure of $1,000,000 for 
the fiscal year 1951. The Bureau of the 
Budget approved $800,000, but the House 
Committee on Appropriations has re
duced the amount to $500,000. 

This is not a local project. Baltimore 
serves as a gateway for the agricultural 
and commercial products of the inland 
East and Midwest. It is through this 
gateway that raw materials vital to our 
industrial life enter the country, and the 
products of our fields and factories ftow 
into foreign markets. 

Tentative plans to use this port at the 
head of the Chesapeake Bay as a main 
entrance for foreign iron ore have solidi
fied. Expansion of existing facilities for 
the handling of iron ore is already un
der way. Other facilities are far be- · 
yond the planning stage and are ex
pected to be under construction within 
the next few months. Conservative es
timates by responsible industrialists, 
transportation officials, and others in
dicate that the importation of iron ore 
at BaltimoN could jump from its pres
ent rate of about 2,000,000 tons per year 
to approximately 10,000,000 tons per 
year in the near future. Only a frac
tion of this iron ore Will be consumed in 
Baltimore. The major portion of it is 
destined for the inland mills in Pitts
burgh, Youngstown, Cleveland, and Ohio 
Valley vicinities and to points even fur
ther west where the greatest steel pro
ducing center in the world is located. 

The Western Maryland Railway has 
already expended substantial sums in 
lengthening its ore pier at Baltimore. 
The Baltimore & Ohio Railroad is ex
pected to complete a new ore terminal 
in Baltimore in 1951 at a cost in excess 
of $5,000,000; and while private com.:. 
panies are making · substantial invest
ments in preparation for the vastly in
creased inflow of iron ore, they are do
ing so with the firm belief that the Fed
eral Government will carry through its 
portion of the program by speedily com
pleting the much-needed 39-foot chan
nel in the port of Baltimore. That sub
stantial expenditure of private funds for 
dredging to meet the channel will be 
made, goes without saying; but to as
sure the full utilization of the facilities 
now under construction or planned for 
the immediate future, the main ship 
channel is a project of first priority. 

The deepening of the main channel to 
39 feet is required because the present 
depth has caused navigational difficul
ties and costly delays to deep-draught 
ves~ls. These difficulties will continue 

until completion of the deepening of the 
entire main channel is accomplished. 

At the present time, vessels carryi~g 
the bulk of ores to the port of Balti
more use the Sparrows Po~nt cuf-o:ff 
which lies some distance outside Balti
more Harbor proper. The new ships en
gaged in this ore movement are rated 
at 24,000 tons and when laden draw 37 
feet of water. To assure the safe pas
sage of these carriers, the Bethlehem 
steel interests in Sparrows Point are un
dertaking privately additional dredging 
off the cut-off to provide needed clear
ance for these huge vessels. 

I cannot resist the opportunity at this 
time to add a word about the impor
tance of this improvement to the people 
of Baltimore who depend upon the port 
activities for a living. More than 5,000 
ships enter Baltimore Harbor every year, 
carrying close to 50,000,000 tons of car
go valued at about $1,000,000,000. For
ty-two thousand people earn their live
lihood from operation of the port of Bal
timore. This figure is exclusive of 
waterfront industries. Of the total, 
30,000 can be assigned to ship repair 
and shipbuilding yards; 7,000 to -the 
stevedore group, and a,000 to miscella
neous categories such as railroad ter
minals, chandlers, shipceilers, tugboats, 
lighters, pilots, ship servicing, and so . 
forth. Keeping those people in jobs is . 
of real importance to the people of Bal
timore, and keeping the port open and 
in such repair that all types of ocean
going vessels may readily. reach the port 
in time of emergency is of paramount 
importance to our Nation's future secu
rity. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from ~ebraska [Mr. 
O'SULLIVAN]. 

Mr. O'SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in s:~pport of the amendment offered 
by the distinguished gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN]. 

It is a pretty well acclaimed adage that 
it is not a good practice to place all of 
one's eggs in one basket. 

The amendment of the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN] should be 
supported by every Member of the Con- -
gress who is really interested in rounding 
out a nearly perfect peace and wartime 
transportation program for our Nation. 

In this day and age and in these trou
bled times, we canno:, afford to turn 
thumbs down any more on the imme
diate development of this most vital 
project. 

Its sponsor is today manifesting the 
same uncanny legislative wisdom which 
he showed in the Hous_e of Represent
atives when he fought so fearlessly and 
valiantly for the Tennessee Valley Au
thority which enabled us to win World . 
War II and without which the atom 
bomb would most probably never have 
been developed. 

All modes of transportation in our 
land should be developed to the largest 
measure. We need railway, bus, air, and 
water transportation if our country's 
future safety and potential progress is to 
become a reality. 

It comes_ with pretty poor grace for any 
of these modes of transportation to at
tempt tq hamstring .or thwart the de- : 

velopment of another vital mode of 
transportation, as has been suggested . 
was the fact on many occasions when 
this very proper improvement has been 
discussed in this House of Represent-
atives. . 

All modes of transportation should 
work together toward doing the great
est good for the United States of Amer- · 
ica, instead of trying to scuttle the ef- : 
forts of some other mode of transpor
tation. 

I was elected to this Congress to work 
in the best interests of the people of the 
Nation and my State and not to pick 
hot chestnuts out of the fire for any 
person, firm, or corporation. 

If this amendment is adopted it will 
not be creating an additional burden
some public debt but it will be. making . 
a most important improvement which 
will pay dividends to the people · many 
fold in the years to come.. It is truly a 
capital investment. 

If war ever comes again, and I hope 
it never does, this project will then be 
hailed as a great defense program. It is 
a real security measure for this land of · 
ours regardless of what.any other Mem- · 
ber of Congress or anyone else may say 
to the contrary. 

In times of peace it will be a real 
transportation boon to the States of Illi
nois, Ohio, Indiana, Pennsylvania, Ken
tucky, West Virginia, Michigan, Missouri, , 
Iowa, Minnesota, Wisconsin, Kansas, 
Nebraska, South Dakota, North i;::>akota, 
and Montana. 

As to the benefits which Nebraska 
would derive they would be immense, 
when one remembers that Nebraska, a 
great business and agricultural State,. . 
has 415 miles frontage on the Missouri . 
River. It is now being penalized by one
way freight rates and as a result is unable 
to get its products to market without the 
burdens of unnecessary transportation 
expenses. This project will really en- . 
rich Nebraska and every State in the 
Union not only when it is fully developed 
but also for many years to come. 

An effort has been made to scare the 
general public and the Congress with 
the frightening reactionary words that 
the cost of the project will mount to 
untold millions and billions of dollars, . 
but I for one refuse to heed such ridicu- · 
lous and child-mind-swaying language. 

In the recent hearings before the Sub
committee of the Committee· on Appro
priations of the United States Senate, 
second session of the Eighty-first Con- · 
gress, General Pick, the present head 
of the Army engineers, estimated the 
total cost of the improvements · to be 
$169,117,000 exclusive of the costs of the 
Demopolis Dam, the estimated cost of 
which is $20,843,000. 

General Pick agreed also with the 
former head of the Army engineers, Gen
eral Wheeler, that the project was 
proper and ~easible. 

Just how long this project can be de
layed by fearsome and reactionary 
Members of Congress is not certain, but 
if it is not adequately financed at this 
time then the States which I have named . 
heretofore should get ready to say "So . 
long-a long so-long" to some of their 
present-day Congressmen. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog

nizes the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CHRISTOPHER ] . 

Mr. CHRISTOPHER. Mr. Chairman, 
I rise in support of the amendment of
fered by the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. RANKINJ. We are going to build 
the Tennessee-Tombigbee waterway, and 
I think we are going to begin on it today, 
right here in this House. The gentle
man from New York says it is just a 
dream. Well, the Erie Canal was just a 
dream. The Panama Canal was a night
mare. When they proposed to cut the 
Chicago drainage canal through into 
Lake Michigan so that they could use the 
water of Lake Michigan to maintain a 
stage of water in the Illinois River that 
comes down to St. Louis and on out into 
the Gulf, they said that was a dream arid 
that it would drain Lake Michigan into 
the Gulf of Mexico and that it was not 
practical. · But all those things are past 
the dream stage now. 

Members of the House, we can thank 
God that the American people can still 
dream, because you have to think about 
a thing and you have to dream about it 
before you can begin to do it. This is 
past the dream stage. The gentleman 
from New York says he is afraid it is 
going to cost $350,000,000 . . _I do not know 
what it will cost. The ftgures of the gen
tleman from ·Mississippi indicate it will 
cost less than $200,000,000. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CHRISTOPHER. I yield. 
Mr. RANKIN. I have the figures of 

General Pick as of June 30 and he says 
it is $169,117,000. We are faced with a 
yearly expenditure of $15,000,000,000 for 
nobody knows how long to support na
tional defense and we must sustain our 
country and improve it or we will not 
continue to be able to support our de
fense budget. I hope this committee 
approves the Rankin amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
ELLIOTT]. 

Mr. ELLIOTT Mr. Chairman, I am 
happy to have this privilege of speaking 
in behalf of the proposed amendment, 
which would appropriate $2,000,000 with 
which to begin actual construction on 
the Tennessee-Tombigbee Waterway, 
and $2,000,000 with which to continue 
construction of the Demopolis Lock and 
Dam, located at a point a short dis
tance below the confluence of the War
rior and Tombigbee Rivers, near De
mopolis, Ala. 

The Demopolis lock and dam is lo
cated so as to be of material importance 
to the further development of both the 
Warrior and Tombigbee Rivers. 

Last year, we appropriated $1,000,000 
with which to begin construction of the 
lock and dam at Demopolis, and $200,-
000 with which to complete the engineer
ing plans on the Tombigbee project, 
which would connect the lower Tombig
bee with the Tennessee. 

For more than 100 years there has 
been agitation by farsighted men for a 
project to connect the Gulf of Mexico 
with the Grzat Lakes, and with the 
interior industrial cities of this country, 
Until this Government built the Pick-

wick Dam across the Tennessee River 
in 1938, the plan was not considered 
feasible. However, with the building 
of the Pickwick Dam, the project im
mediately became practical, and the 
Corps of United States Engineers sur
veyed a plan whereby, by placing the 
summit of the project in the Tennessee 
River, a slack water route could be pro
vided from New Orleans or Mobile, Ala., 
to the Tennessee River. 

Thus, boats and barges from the in
dustrial cities of the North, laden with 
the manufactured products of that re
gion-automobiles, grain products, farm 
machinery, appliances, and a hundred 
others-could navigate the swift down
stream current of the Mississippi, and 
return to their points of origin over the 
Timbigbee slack-water route, loaded 
with the raw materials of the South
iron ore from Venezuela, timber, oil, and 
natural gas from Louisiana, Mississippi, 
and Alabama, coal from the Warrior 
Alabama coal field, brown iron ore from 
Franklin County, Ala., · the commercial 
clays and chalks of the region. 

Survey after survey has shown this 
route to be economically justified. Ship
pers and users of this waterway would 
reap great savings. The great raw ma
terial resources of the South would be 
opened to industrial and commercial de
velopment and expansion. New jobs 
would be created in an ·area where un
employment is now very high, and in an 
area where the ravages of the boll weevil 
in 1949 destroyed the farmer's chance. 
to make a profit on his crop. 

It is particularly urgent that we start 
construction on this project this year. 
The progress of our great atomic bomb 
plant at Oak Ridge, Tenn., depends 
upon the use of millions of tons of vari
ous raw materials. The transportation 
costs on these materials from the port 
of Mobile, Ala., to Oak Ridge, Tenn., 
would be cut in half. 

The state of our relations with Rus
sia today is such that we cannot dis
count the possibility of another war. We 
all hope and pray that it will not come. 
But we must take cognizance of the fact 
that 5 years after the close of the great
est, most terrifying and destructive war 
in all history that there is no peace in 
the world. 

We must take due notice of the fact 
that only a few weeks ago, one of our 
planes with 11 American airmen aboard 
was wantonly shot down by the Russians. 
We face the threat of an attempt to push 
our forces out of Berlin, Germany. The 
wicked masters of the Russian people 
seem to be bent on trying to communize 
the world. 

In the event that war should come 
with Russia, or with any other great · 
Nation for that matter, this Tombigbee
Warrior-Tennessee waterway would im
mediately assume the utmost strategic 
importance. 

If we start this project today, it will 
likely take from 5 to 10 years to com
plete it. If it is to be of value to us in 
time of war, we must construct it in time 
of peace. 

If we build this project we cannot be 
accused of wasting the tax moneys of the 
Treasury. Instead, we will be making a 

capital investment on this great country 
of ours, an improvement that will pay 
big dividends in time of peace, and in
finitely greater dividends in time of war. 
In time of war the Tombigbee will be a 
protected inland waterway that it will 
be hard for the enemy to get at. 

The Corps of United States Engineers 
says this is a practical project. At the 
direction of the Congress $868,000 has 
been spent for engineering and planning. 
The logical next step is for this Congress 
to appropriate the money with which to 
start construction ori the project. 

The .amount of money asked for in the 
pending amendment does not exceed the 
budget recommendation made in Janu
ary for development on the Tombigbee 
and Warrior Rivers. 

I urge the Members of the House to 
pass this amendment. If we do, the 
generations that come after us will ap
prove our foresight. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. ELLIOTT] 
has expired. · 

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
RANKIN J is recognized. · 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I merely 
want to call attention to the fact that 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
TABER] gets off the beam and runs up 
into hundreds of millfons of dollars. It 
is a wonder to me he had ·not made it 
billions. He is thinking about foreign 
spending. 

General Wheeler, in my opinion one 
of the ablest men who has ever been 
Chief of Engineers, testified that it · 
would cost $136,000,000. General Pick 
said on June 30, and I will read his testi
mony, in answer to Senator McKellar's 
question: General Pick said, "$169,117,-
000 is our present estimate." 

This is not a new project. It is an ex- · 
tension of our defense program, to give 
us a slackwater route into the Oak 
Ridge proj.ect. It is an extension, if you 
please, of our transportation system. 
The average man does not know that in 
1948 on the Ohio River the traffic was 
16,000,000 tons more than it was on the 
Panama Canal. On the Monongahela 
River it was 6,000,000 tons more than it 
was on the Panama Ca,nal. Yet this 
traffic is bottled up. They cannot get 
that traffic back when it comes down this 
swift current of the Mississippi without 
being penalized by having to fight that 
swift current to get back. 

We have 26 locks and dams on the 
upper Mississippi. 

This project is merely an extension of 
our present inland waterway system, and 
our program of national defense. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Mississipi has expired. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BucHAN.t\NJ is recognized. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
merely want to take this opportunity to 
amplify the statements previously made 
in regard to the iron-ore deposits in 
Venezuela, and the plight of the steel 
corporations in looking to the future, the 
next 20 years, insofar as the depletion 
of the rich content of the ore deposits in 
the Mesabi Range of Minnesota are con
cerned. We had better plan ahead in 
terms of alternative routes, as far as our 
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inland waterways are concerned, with 
regard to the fUture of the steel industry 
of this Nation. I do not want to contend 
with the gentlemen from Maryland and 
their ports of entry at Baltimore, and in 
our areas in eastern Pennsylvania, but 
I do feel that if we are to fan out our 
shipments of ore deposits that are now 
being mined, especially in Venezuela, it 
will be necessary to look to further de
velopment and planning that goes with 
the inland-waterway system of this great 
Nation. I believe that as a further meas
ure of national defense, and thinking in 
terms of our national interest and the 
future of this great Nation, we had bet
ter consider this amendment very seri
ously. 

I refer you especially to the Joint E~o
nomic Committee hearings, held in Jan
uary of this year, on the increased steel 
prices effective in December 1949. I beg 
of the membership that they carefully 
consider these amendments, especially in 
the light of steel price rise hearings in 
the light of the facts that they brought 
out. 

The entire future of our shipments of 
ore deposits from Venezuela is tied in 
with the problem of our future develop
ment of our inland-waterways system. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BUCHANAN] has expired. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
TABER J is recognized. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, some
body said something about the cost of 
this set-up. Eighteen locks at other 
places and they cost fifteen to twenty 
million dollars. Here they put in some
thing like $80,000,000. It is perfectly 
apparent that they cost $217 ,000,000. 
Eighteen times $15,000,000 is $270,000,-
000. With the terrific excavation that 
is the equivalent of 88,000,000 yards of 
dirt to move I wonder if anybody here is 
going to be deluded into believing that 
there is not any cost to doing such an 
enormous job. I only want the Mem
bers of this House to realize what they 
are getting into if they stick their necks 
out to start this terrific project. 

Mr. RIBICOFF. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TABER. I yield. 
Mr. RIBICOFF. The estimates of the 

Army engineers have not worked out very 
well. Their estimates are very unreliable 
according to past performances. 

Mr. TABER. That is the record they 
have submitted to us. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield at that point? 

Mr. TABER. Not at this time. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog

nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
RABl\UT] to close debate on the pending 
amendment. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, the 
gentleman from New York referred to 
this Tombigbee project as a half-billion
dollar project. There is some argument 
about the figures, but I wish to set forth 
for the Committee just a few figures that 
the Committee has actual cognizance of, 
figures that have bounded upward in 
quotations made to us in succeeding 
years in the rivers and harbors and flood-

control budget. The flood-control situa
tion is worse than the rivers and harbors 
situation. 

Here is a figure of $6,228,000 in 1949, 
which in 1951 becomes $10,300,000. Here 
is a 1949 figure of $13,216,000 that has 
gone up to $17,123,000. Here is another 
one, $28,771,000 that is now up to $42,-
208,000. Here is one of $164,000,000-plus 
which is now up to $185,000,000. Here is 
another, $9,860,000, that is now $15,090,-
000. Here is one of $3,144,000 that is 
now $4,615,000. So there is some justifi
cation for the statement and the appre
hension expressed by the distinguished 
gentleman from New York when he refers 
to the Tombigbee as a half-billion-dollar 
proposition. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RABAUT. Not now. The gentle
man has talked two or three · times, and 
this is the first time I have spoken on the 
subject. 

Mr. RANKIN. I want to correct the 
gentleman. 

Mr. RABAUT. I decline to yield. 
There is no evidence before the Appro

priations Committee that the Tombigbee 
project is a security measure; and there 
is no approval of the Bureau of the 
Budget for construction. Understand 
that, there is no approval by the Bureau, 
it never has been approved for construc
tion by the Bureau of the Budget. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RABAUT. I will not yield. 
Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman is mak

ing a mistal{e. 
Mr. RABAUT. I will not be inter

rupted by the gentleman. 
Mr. RANKIN. All right; but you 

ought not to make a misstatement like 
that. 

Mr. RABAUT. I want that out of the 
RECORD. 

Mr. RANKIN. I will put it back in 
the RECORD. 

Mr. RABAUT. You can do it, but in 
your own time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Michigan declines to yield. The 
gentleman cannot put anything in the 
remarks of the gentleman from Michigan 
unless the gentleman from Michigan 
yields to him. 

Mr. RABAUT. Let me remind you 
that we have a debt today of $257,000,-
000,000. If you could print a debt in 
red because it was red and because it 
was great, I do not know where you 
could get the color. It is gettinc redder 
every day, yet this House is filled with 
voices who say: "I am for economy but," 
"I am for economy but." 

We have an example of that here to
day. The gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. PASSMAN] for $1,000,000 plus, the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BROOKS] 
for $2,000,000 plus, the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN] four and one
half million dollars plus, the gentleman 
from. Texas [Mr. PICKETT] $2,000,000 
plus, and the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. FALLON] $1,300,000. They are not 
all to be added together, but these are 
the sums that are offered by gentlemen 
who are for economy but. 

When are we ·going to get down to 
economy? When are we going to take 
a straight look· at this figure of $257,-
000,000,000 in the red? 

Why did the committee fake this ac
tion? Why did it stop planning for 1 
year? So that we might concentrate on 
the pending projects that · are with the 
engineers at this time, just like any busi- · 
nessman would stop and take stock of 
a tremendous undertaking. That is our 
reason. That is why we stand here. 

It is not a popular position that 1 tal{e, 
but I am charged with the legislative 
responsibility to bring this bill before you 
as reported by the -committee, and for 
that reason I present it to you· and tell 
you the reasons why I hope we will not 
be hearing this whole afternoon "I am 
for economy but." 

The CHAIRMAN. All time has ex
pired. 

Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Chairman, a par
liamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Chairman, as I 
understand it, there are now four pro
posals pending-the Passman amend
ment, the Rankin substitute, the Brooks 
amendment to the substitute, and the 
Pickett amendment to the Passman 
amendment. Am I correct in my under
standing that the first vote will be on 
the Pickett amendment to the Passman 
amendment, followed by a vote on the · 
Brooks amendment to the Rankin sub
stitute, then we will vote on the Rankin 
substitute, whether amended or not 
then, finally, if the Rankin substitut~ 
is not adopted we will vote on the Pass
man amendment, as amended, if it is 
amended? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is 
correct. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, a par- -
liamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. It may obviate fur
ther parliamentary inquiries if the Chair 
might be indulged a moment. On page 
6 of Cannon's Procedure a diagram will 
be found that illustrates the present sit
uation very clearly and if the Chair mary 
be indulged further he will further illus
trate by the use of his hand. 

Here is thG text of the pending bill, 
here is the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. PASS
MAN], here is the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Texas to the Pass
man amendment, here is the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Missis
sippi as a substitute for the Passman 
amendment, here is the amendment of
fered by the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. BROOKS] as an amendment to the 
substitute. 

They will be submitted in the order, 
first, the amendment to the Passman 
ainendment, next the Brooks amend
ment to the substitute amendment of
fered by the gentleman from Mississippi, 
then on the substitute offered by the 
gentleman from Mississippi, then on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. PASSMAN]. 

Mr. ~ABAUT. Mr. Chairman, a fur
ther parliamentary inquiry. 
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, The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. . . 

Mr. RABAUT. The gentleman from 
Louisiana offered an amendment which 
in part applied to line 1 and in part to 
line 10, on page 337. To which of th€Se 
parts does his amendment apply? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair Will 
state, in response to the parliamentary 
inquiry of the gentleman from Michigan, 
that the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
PAssr.IANJ has offered one amendment; 
his original amendment. 

Mr. RABA UT. Which is his original 
amendment then? To what line does it 
apply? Does it apply to both places? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. PASSMAN] offered 
an amendment which applies to two dif
ferent lines in the pending paragraph. 

Mr. RABAUT. A further parliamen
tary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. Does the 
nankin amendment omit reference to 
lfne 1? 

The CHAIRMAN. It would be diffi
cult for the Chair to explain all four 
of these amendments when we have had 
nearly an hour of debate here. By hav
ing the amendment again reported, that 
should answer the parliamentary inquiry 
of the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman, 
a further parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. The Passman 
amendment may be divided into two 
parts, one of which is a proviso, and 
the second part of his proposal is to 
another and independent part of this 
bill 10 lines further on. The Passman 
amendment is susceptible of a division. 
,The Rankin amendment and the Brooks 
amendment to the Rankin amendment 
only amend one part of the Passman 
amendment. If the Rankin amendment 
is adopted, the first part of the Passman 
amendment remains. Is not that the 
situation? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is nothing to 
respond to. The gentleman is simply 
explaining the amendment. 

Without objection, the Clerk will again 
report the Pickett amendment to the 
Passman amendment. 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk ·again read the Pickett 

amendment to the Passman amendment. 
Thr·; CHAIRMAN. The question is on 

the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. PrcI<ETTJ to the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. PASSMAN]. 

The question was taken; and on a di
vision <demanded by Mr. PICKETT) there 
were-ayes 38, noes 121. 

So the amendment to the amendment 
was rejected. 

Mr. FALLON. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment to the Passman amend
ment. 

The Clerl{ read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. FALLON to the 

Passman amendment: Strike out "$188,678,-
000" and insert "$188,978,000." 

The amendment to the amendment 
was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
. the amendment off e:i;ed by the gentle-

man from Louisiana [Mr. BROOKS] to the 
substitute amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. RAN
KIN] . . 

The amendment to the substitute 
amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN] as a 
substitute for the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
PASSMAN]. 

The question was taken; and on a di
vision <demanded by Mr. RANKIN) there 
were-ayes 57, noes 116. 

So the substitute amendment was re
jected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. PASSMAN]. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman, 
a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. That is the 
amendment as amended, increa:...lng it 
merely $1,000,000? 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, 
the Clerk will again report the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. PASSMAN]. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
again read the Passman amendment. 

The question was taken; and on a 
division (demanded by Mr. PASSMAN) 
there were-ayes 51, noes 112. 

Mr. PASSMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
for tellers. 

Tellers were refused. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mrs. BOLTON of Ohio. Mr. Chair

man, I off er an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mrs. BOLTON of 

Ohio: On page 337, line 10, after the sum and 
before the colon, insert "of which $75,000 
ehall be available for dredging in the Old 
River, Cleveland, Ohio, out of amounts al
lotted to other purposes for Cleveland Harbor 
as authorized by law." 

Mrs. BOLTON of Ohio. Mr. Chair
man, this is a very simple amendment. 
It does not call for any increase or de
crease in the funds. It merely grants 
authority to the engineers to use $75,000 
of the already allocated sum for the 
Cleveland Harbor for the very important 
deepening of what we call the old river 
from 21 to 23 feet. This is particularly 
important at this time because of the fact 
that the Lake Erie level is in a down cycle 
and this increases the problem of getting 
the ·1arge barges to the docks on this 
river. 

I hope the amendment will be agreed 
to without any difficulty. 

Mr. FEIGHAN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. BOLTON of Ohio. I yield. 
Mr. FEIGHAN. I am very familiar 

with that project and I think it is ex
tremely deserving. I hope it will receive 
the unanimous support of the member
ship. 

Mrs. BOLTON of Ohio. I thank the 
gentleman. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
this amendment close in 5 minutes • 

The C:fAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, this 

particular project is not budgeted. It is 
dredging to a private dock. The engi
neers considered it not important· enough 
to budget at this time. 

That is my whole argument about the 
project. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by · the gentle
woman from Ohio [Mrs. BoLTONJ. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Mr. 

Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks at this point in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Washington? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Mr. 

Chairman, it appears that everybody 
wants to get in on the Democratic act 
these days-particuarly when the act has 
proven as successful as the operation of 
of the Grand Coulee Dam, which Presi
dent Truman will dedicate this Thurs
day. 

I was surprised-and a bit dismayed
to learn that the Republican P3.rty is 
now trying to get in on the act by tak
ing credit for Grand Coulee. Former 
Gov. Harold Stassen-whose Presidential 
ambitions are apparently not satisfied 
by the mere presidency of a great uni
versity-made the interesting and dar
ing statement in a political speech last 
week in New York that the plans for 
Grand Coulee Dam were prepared under 
President Hoover. 

Now I know that the president of a 
unversity as great as Pennsylvania is 
interested in getting at the facts. So 
here are some facts .about the develop
ment of Grand Coulee-so that it will 
be very clear as to just who did what. 

The plans for Grand Coulee were not 
prepa,red overnight, during the adminis
tration of any one President. The idea 
for Grand Coulee and the entire Colum
bia Basin irrigation project originally 
appeared in the first annual report to the 
Congress of the Federal Reelamation 
Service. The date was 1S03-not during 
Mr. Hoover's administration. 

Over a number of years, more de
tailed surveys were made. The construc
tion of the dam was not authorized until 
May 15, 1928-10 months before Mr. 
Hoover was inaugurated as Pre~ident
not during his administration. 

But billions of dollars of projects are · 
authorized which are never built. Au
thorization does not mean construction. 
It only means that the funds can be 
appropriated. But without the money, 
you can not even buy a bag of cement. 

So what actually did happen during 
Mr. Hoover's administration, when Gov
ernor Stassen says the plans were pre
pared? The answer is "Absolutely noth
ing.'' 

It was not . that the subject was not 
brought up, mind you. On January 7, 
1932, while Mr. Hoover was still in the 
White House, the Chief Engineer of the 
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Bureau of Reclamation submitted a re
port to the President, recommending 
the construction of Grand Coulee· and 
the Columbia Basin irrigation project. 

Apparently, President Hoover took lit
tle notice of this recommendation-for 
he had 14 months left in the White 
House to take action on it. What did 
he do? The answer again is-abso
lutely nothing. 

It was not until 1933 that President 
Roosevelt, who realized the potential of 
the dam and the irrigation project, al
lotted funds under the National Indus
trial Recovery Act for the construction 
of Grand Coulee Dam. The irrigation 
project was authorized later in a spe
cific statute-under a Democratic Con
gress. 

These are the facts, Mr. Chairman. 
They show that the Republican Party
and the Hoover administration-were 
apparently quite ready to plan and wait. 
But President Roosevelt, and the Demo
cratic Party, were not satisfied with 
planning and waiting. They believed
and still believe-in action. 

There is hardly a person in the North
west-including our businessmen-who 
does not, now that the deed is done and 
the dam is built, realize the far-sighted
ness of President Roosevelt in giving the 
green light to the construction of Grand 
Coulee. The chief engineer of one of 
the biggest pulp and paper concerns on 
the west coast acknowledged publicly, 
not long ago, that he had once opposed 
the public puwer program-but that he 
knows now that his business could not 
have survived without it. So I do not 
wonder that the governor is so anxious 
to get in on the act. 

Thirteen of the 18 huge generators 
have already been installed, and can now 
produce a peak load of nearly 1,700,000 
kilowatts, enough electricity to illumi
nate well over 3,000,000 homes. The 
ultimate capacity at the dam will be just 
under 2,000,000 kilowatts. 

This power has formed the basis not 
only for tremendous industrial growth 
in the Northwest, but also for the largest 
atomic reactor in the world, at R~ch
land, Wash. This power enabled the 
Northwest to produce half the Nation's 
aluminum during the war. Our amazing 
production· records for airplanes would 
not have been possible without the fore
sight of President Roosevelt. 

It is highly appropriate that Presi
dent Truman will also dedicate, on 
Thursday, the largest man-made lake 
in the West, created by Grand Coulee 
Dam-for the lake is to bear the name 
of the great American leader who caused 
this man-made Niagara Falls to be 
built-Franklin D. Roosevelt. 

At Grand Coulee, work is being rushed 
to compiete the world's largest pumps, 
driven by the world's largest motors, 
which will soon boost water from Lake 
Roosevelt into a feeder canal, and from 
there to enough irrigable land to accom
odate 13,000 family-sized farms. 

The over-all cost of Grand Coulee 
·Dam, and the Columbia Basin irrigation 
project, will be about $773,000,000-but 
every cent of this investment will be re
turned to the Federal Treasury-three
fourths of it from the sale of·power, and 
one-fourth from irrigation revenues. 

That is a sound investment of the tax
payers' money. 

So Mr. Governor Stassen, I am glad 
that you feel that Grand Coulee has been 
such a tremendous success that you are 
anxious to give the credit to Mr. Hoover. 

But please, Mr. Governor, let us get 
the facts straight. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Chairman, I 
off er an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. EBERHARTER: 

On page 337, line 10, after the semicolon, 
strike out "$187 ,678,000" and insert "$188,-
178,000." 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment would restore to the bill 
the amount recommended by the budget 
for the improvement of the Monongahela 
River near Morgantown, W. Va., known 
as lock No. 10. · 

The Bureau of the Budget recommend
ed $2,000,000. The engineers, I assume, 
desire that amount. It seems to me, that 
without any rhyme or reason, the sub
committee reduced this amount by half 
a million dollars. The project has been 
nearing completion, and if this half mil
lion is cut from the amount recommend
ed by the budget, it will necessitate al
lowing to remain as an obstruction to 
navigation two old locks that have been 
lying there for years and years. It would 
mean, in addition to that, a considerable 
increase in the total cost of completing 
the project. I can see no reason what
soever for cutting this half million dol
lars off of the amount recommended by 
the Bureau of the Budget. When you 
realize that these barges loaded with 
coal, iron, and other material are going 
up and down the river, and they are con
fronted with two old locks that remain 
in the river as an obstruction to naviga
tion, so that the tows cannot use even 
the new locks that are practically com
pleted, there seems to be no sense what
ever in reducing the budget figure, just 
for the ostensible showing of saving a 
half million dollars. New bids will have 
to be asked for. Perhaps new contractors 
will bid. Perhaps new equipment will 
have to be brought onto the scene, and it 
would be a waste of money to reduce this 
$2",000,000 asked for by the Bureau of the 
Budget and the Corps of Engineers to $1,-
500,000. 

This is really a worth-while project. 
If we complete a 9-foot project but can
not use it, then all the money is wasted 
for a year or maybe two. If you cut off 
this half million dollars it means that 
for 12 months you have to use something 
that is outmoded and has been outmoded · 
for many years. In other words, you 
have to break up your tow and go 
through the old locks twice; it is either 
that or attempt to use the new locks and 
break up your tow because this obstruc
tion is in the river. I submit, and I am 
sure the gentleman from Michigan will 
agree with me, that at the present time 
tows and barges can only be used to 60 
or 70 percent of capacity. If we cut the 
budget recommendations by half a mil
lion dollars the benefits of the 9-foot 
channel will be delayed another 12 
months. The gentleman will agree that 
$2,000,000 is necessary to complete the 
project. Why cut this half million from 

it and delay its use to maximum ca
pacity? No industrial concern would 
ever cut half a million out of a two
million project and leave it worthless 
for another 12 months. It will cost more 
in the long run to make this one-half 
million cut than it will to appropriate the 
full amount now. I sincerely hope that 
the subcommittee will agree to this ad
dition of $500,000 to the $1,500,000 now 
in the bill as reported. The adoption of 
my amendment will actually save Gov
ernment expenditures in the long run. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that debate on the 
pending amendment close in 5 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, it is 

very difficult for me to debate with my 
distinguished friend from Pennsylvania 
who at times has been my genial fishing 
partner and associate, but I just want to 
say with regard to this Monongahela 
River project ·that the reason for the ac
tion of the committee can be told in one 
short sentence: That project has an un
obligated balance of $937,400. The com
mittee in its wisdom felt that that was 
enough money for them to proceed with 
this year in view of the condition of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RABAUT. I yield. 
Mr. EBERHARTER. The gentleman 

will not deny that the project will be 
delayed 12 additional months by cutting 
off this half million. 

Mr. RABAUT. But I may say to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania that no 
family faced with a purse that is in the 
condition of the purse of Uncle Sam to
day would indulge in any needless ex
penditure. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. The gentleman 
will also admit that the ultimate cost 
Will be greater if we cut off this half 
million. · 

Mr. RABAUT. The committee is ad
vised that the project has $937,400 unex
pended. We felt they had enough for 
this year. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. T:be gentleman 
will not deny the logic of what I have 
said, will he? 

Mr. RABAUT. I admire the gentle
man from Pennsylvania for his defense 
of projects in his district and in the great 
State ·of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Chairmap, I ask for a vote on this 
amendment. 

The CHAffiMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. EBER
HARTERl. 

The question was taken; and on a 
division (demanded by Mr. EBERHARTER) 
there were-ayes 21, noes 66. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. WHITE of Idaho. Mr. Chairman, 

I offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. WHITE of Idaho: 

On page 337, line 10, strike out "$187,678,-
000'' and insert in lieu. tnereof "$192,928,-
0QO"; and on page 338, line 10, for the period 
insert a coion and t h e following: "Provided ' 
further, That $5,250,000 of the amount here-



1950 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 6659 
in provided shall be available for planning 
and initiating the construction of the Ice 
Harbor Dam on Snake River, Wash." 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I re
serve a point of order against the amend
ment. 

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. Mr. Chairman, 
this is an item that was carried in the 
last annual appropriation bill and the 
project has been authorized. The item 
was put in the construction project pro
gram by the Army engineers, approved 
by the Bureau of the Budget, carried in 
an appropriation bill and it passed the 
House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 1s 
recognized for· 5 minutes in support of 
his amendment. 

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. Mr. Chairman, 
.I want to be heard on the point of order, 
too. 

Mr. Chairman, I read from the report 
of the Army engineers on this particular 
project: 

The di vision engineer has restudied the 
problem of water use in the Columbia and 
Snake Basins in the light of changed condi
tions. 

He finds the most suitable plan for the 
ultimate improvement of the two streams 
between the Bonneville Dam and Lewiston, 

·Idaho, to be a series of 4 locks and dams for 
complete canalization of the middle Colum

·bia -between the head of the Bonneville pool 
and the mouth of the Snake, and a series 

"Of 10 locks and dams for_ complete canaliZa-
tion of the Snake from its mouth to Lewis· 
.ton. 

He accordingly finds that the Umatilla. 
Dam and the four dams proposed for the 
Snake River should be constructed before 
undertaking slack-water improvement of 
the Columbia below Umatilla, where a. fairly 
adequate channel already exists. 

The Board · of Engineers for Rivers and 
Harbors concurs in the view that the fore
going plans constitute -a satisfactory, com
prehensive, and integrated· program for the 
initial and ultimate development of the Co
lumbia and Snake Rivers between Bonne
ville and Lewiston, Idaho. 

Mr. Chairman, let me point out to the 
·committee that the Columbia River is 
now navigable all the way up to its con .. 
fiuence with the Snake River at Pasco, 
Wash. The construction of three dams 
already approved by the Army engineers 
will permit navigation to Lewiston, 
Idaho. 

Mr. Chairman, for many years we have 
had navigation on the Snake River in 
the high-water season. What we need 
now is a slack-water route up to Lewis-

-ton, Idaho. We have in the making of 
·the great Columbia River Basin a project 
of 200,000 acres down river from the 
country surrounding Lewiston, the Col
umbia Basin project nearing completion 
_ and the people are eagerly waiting to go 
on the land. In order to move the prod
ucts from the forest, in order to move 
. building materials, stone, lime, and 
things like that downstream, we needed 
to improve the river for navigation be-

' tween the confluence of the Snake River 
at Pasco and the confluence of the Snake 
and the Clearwater Rivers at Lewiston, 
Idaho. 

This project has been approved and 
voted on and has been passed by the 

. House of Representatives. It failed of 
passage in the Senate last year due to 

XCVI-420 

the fact it was stated no fish ladders had 
been provided for the Fish and Wildlife 
Service. We now find that the fishways 
have been provided for and now this• 
project ha.'3 been dropped out of this ap
propriation bill after being put in by the 
Army engineers. I ask that it be re
stored and included in this bill. 

Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Chairman, will the 
· gentleman yield? 

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. I yield to the 
gentleman from Washington. 

Mr. HOLMES. Would not the estab
lishment of the Ice Harbor Dam give us 
transportation facilities as well as power 
facilities to serve that whole inland em
pire? 

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. · Thfl,t is correct. 
Mr. HOLMES. And, in turn, . these 

transportation facilities would effect the 
clearance of wheat and the products of 
the Inland Empire down through the 
Snake River to its confluence with the 
Columbia and on to the coast. 

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. That is exactly 
correct. This transportation system has 
been in use since· the early settlement of 
the country,. but only during high-water 
times, but now, with the construction 
of the Umatilla Dam we will have trans
portation facilities upstream to trans
port the materials needed to build this 
great project that is now under construc
tion. 

Mr. HOLMES. The slack-water pool 
created by the construction of McNary 
Dam would fit right into this series of 
dams on the Snake River. 

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. That is correct. 
Mr. HOLMES. And the Ice Harbor 

Dam is the pivotal dam in relation to the 
lower dams, as well as serving the power
development program. 

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. The gentleman 
is 100-percent correct. It is a very short
sighted policy to oppose this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
withdraw his point of order? 

Mr. RABAUT. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con

sent that debate on this amendment close 
in 5 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to· the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAffiMAN. The Chair recog

nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
RABAUT]. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I will 
say to the gentleman from Idaho that 
there was $250,000 in the budget for 
planning, but this year, as we expla.ined 
earlier and a~ the gentleman has heard, 
we have allowed no money for planning 
on any new project, seeking to have the 
Army engineers get up to date. We are 
taking stock of everything, ~nd I am 
sorry that the gentleman's project falls 
in that category, and for that reason the 
amount was not allowed. There is no 
particular antagonism to the gentle
man's project. I want him to know that. 
l'his falls in the category that we are not 
allowing planning here for new construe-

. tion, and this project seeks $250,000 for 
planning. 

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RABAUT. I yield to the gentle
man from Idaho. 

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. The gentleman 
appreciates the fact that this item was 
contained in the last annual appropria
tion bill, not only for planning but for 
construction, and it passed this House. 
It passed the House in the annual appro
priation bill, and when it came back this 
time it was reduced to planning. 

Mr. RABAUT. Yes; I remember the 
incident. 

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. This project 
has already been approved by this House. 

Mr. RABAUT. The amount was cut 
out last year because of a controversy. 
The Senate cut the amount out because 
of the fact that a controversy developed 
about the fish ladders, and under the sit
uation the committee did not know what 
to do. So, naturally, when in doubt, do 
not act. We refused to act until they 
settled the matter of the fish climbing 
the ladders. 

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. The gentleman 
knows that that question has been re
solved and the fish ladders have been 
provided for, and there is no objection to 
the project on that score. 

Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RABAUT. I yiel~ to the gentle
man from Washington. 

Mr. HOLMES. In order to clarify the 
fish-ladder controversy, it is my under
standing that the fish-ladder problem 
connected with the construction of this 
dam has been cleared up by an agree
ment that was arrived at last year with 
the Fish and Wildlife Service of the De· 
partment of the Interior. 

Mr. RABAUT. That may.be true, but 
U is not now budgeted for construction. 
It was budgeted this year only for plan
ning. It comes under the general head
ing of planning and for that reason falls 
under our general rule that there shall 
be no money for planning this year. · We 
have nothing against this particular 
project, it is just that there is no money 
in the bill this year for the planning of 
·this project or any other project. They 
,are all treated alike; there is no money 
for planning. 

I know the gentleman's devotion to 
this proposition and I admire him for 
it, but it is just one of those cases where 
it was eliminated last year because of 
the controversy over the fish, and it is 
eliminated this year because of the rul
ing of the committee about allowing 
money for planning. 

Mr. NORBLAD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RABAUT. I yield to the gentle
man from Oregon. 

Mr. NORBLAD. As a Member of Con
gress representing the great fisheries 
area of Oregon, I will say that the con
troversy has not been settled as to the 
fish ladders. The fish industry objects 
to this. I should also like to say that 
the Portland Oregonian, the biggest 
paper in Oregon; the Seattle Post-Intel
lengencer, the biggest paper in the State 
of Washington; and the Yakima Herald, 
in the congressional district of the gen
tleman from Washington, the biggest 
paper in his district, are all opposed to 
it, and I could name a half a dozen 
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others. I am very much opposed to it 
myself. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
for a vote on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Idaho [Mr. WHITE]. 

The amendment . was rej ected. 
Mr. NICHOLSON. Mr. Chairman, I 

off er an amendment. 
The Clerk read as f ollbws: 
Amendment offered by Mr. NICHOLSON: 

On page 337, lin e 10, strike out "$187,678,000" 
and in sert in lieu thereof the following: 
"$188,995,600, of which amount there shall 
be available - for projects in Massachuset ts 
the following sums: $106,700 for the Cohas
set Harbor project; $124:,000 for the Duxbury 
Harbor project ; $18,300 for the Buzzards Bay 
to But termilk Bay Chan n el project; $95,100 
for t h e Wellfleet .Harbor project ; $756,000 for 
the Provincat own Harbor project; $182,500 
for the Hyannis H arbor project; and $35,000 
for the Falmout h Harbor project. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
had the idea that by putting all these 
projects in I might get one or two or 
three or four , but it looks as though I 
am rather in the position of the fellow 
who went fishing. Someone aslced him 
how he got along, and he said, "Well, I 
didn't get what I expected, but I didn't 
expect I would." 

These propositions have all been 
studied and passed on by Congresses for 
a great many years. The United States 
Army engineers have approved them all. 
The engineers have shown. in their re
ports to the Congress that it is economy 
for the Government to help out the State 
of Massachusetts and the towns where 
these harbors are. We have to pay half 
the expense of either dredging or putting 
out jetties. We have been in rather a 
·tough situation because we have had two 
·hurricanes in the last 12 years that did 
a terrible lot of damage to these har
bors. As · a matter of fact, you cannot 
get into some of them except at high 
tide. Of course, the tide ebbs and ftows 
every 6 hours, and it is kind of tough 
when you have to wait 6 hours to get in 
with your catch. 

We are going to have sent to us by 
the President of the United States a 
communication to take care of the small 
business of the country. 

Here are a thousand or two thousand 
people who are in small business. They 
get their living at this business. They 
pay their taxes to the town and the State 
and Federal Governments. They make 
a living because they have a harbor to 
come into to unload their catch. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to take 
up any more time. I know that the 
Bureau of the Budget did not recommend 
this. Well, they did not recommend 
anything else. The only place a Member 
can urge that a bill be passed or that 
an item be included in this bill is not 
down at the Bureau of the Budget, but 
here in the Halls of Congress. I will 
take the advice of the Bureau of the 
Budget occasionally, but when they are 
wrong, I reserve the right to stand up 
and vote against the Bureau. I am sure 
the rest of you do likewise, and here is 
an opportunity for you to exercise your 
right. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that debate on this 
amendment close in 2 minutes. 
• The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I rise 

in opposition to the amendment. There 
are many worth-while projects which 
have been left out by the Bureau of the 
Budget. I presume that the four proj
ects referred to by the champion of the 
fishermen were some of those projects. 
But the committee has eliminated some 
budgeted projects this year and certainly 
it would be difilcult for us to go along 
or aslc the House to go along on unbudg
eted items. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment off erect by the gentle
man from Massachusetts [Mr. NICHOL
SON]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. SUTTON. Mr. Chairman, I of

fer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. SUTTON: On 

p age 337, line 10, strike out "$187,678,000" 
and insert in lieu thereof "$185,878,000." 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SUTTON. I yield. 
Mr. RABAUT. Do I understand the 

gentleman is reducing the figure? 
Mr. SUTTON. It seems queer and 

funny, but I am trying to reduce it by 
$1,800,000 on a project in my own dis
trict. 

Mr. Chairman, there is a project in the 
Seventh Congressional District of Ten
nessee by the Army engineers which has 
a low dam known as the Cheatham Lock 
and Dam and Dover Dam on the lower 
Cumberland River. This project is very 
controversial. It has been a matter of 
controversy for something over a year. 
On January 27, 1950, Senator KEFAUVER, 
of Tennessee, Congressman PRIEST, Con
gressman GORE and I wrote the Presi
dent of the United States and requested 
that the TVA make a survey of the lower 
Cumberland River to find out which 
place it would be better to have a dam 
and whether it should be a high dam or 
a low dam. The Army engineers have 
wanted to build a low dam for several 
years, but there has been much con
troversy in all the counties affected. So 
on February 2, 1950, the President re
quested that the TV A make a survey to 
see what would be inundated and what 
would be best to recommend to the peo
ple. In this appropriation there are 
$1 ,800,000 for this project. I am asking 
the committee to go along and cut this 
$1,800,000 so that the dam will not be 
built until this survey has been made by 
the TV A. Then we can find out what 
will actually be done to the people's 
land in that district. 

Mr. GOLDEN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SUTTON. I yield. 
Mr. GOLDEN. When do you expect 

that report to be made, so that we can 
act intelligently on this matter. 

Mr. SUTTQN. _The TV A suggested 
that it might pe 11 months before the 

report came in. Actually there will be 
no project this year if this amendment 
is· adopt ed. · 

Mr. GOLDEN. Has the President or
dered the survey? 

Mr. SUTTON. He has ordered that 
survey. So here is a chance for you to 
economize and cut this $1,800,000 out. I 
am of the opinion that no dam should be 
built unt il we find out actually what 
should be done. As I say, this is in my 
own congressional district and I hope un
til a survey is made that the Committee 
on Appropriations and the House will go 
along and eliminate this money until the 
t ime comes whert we find out what is 
best for the people down there as a re
sult of this survey which is to be made 
at the President's request. 

I hope the chairman of the committee 
will accept the amendment. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gent leman yield? 

Mr. SUTTON. I yield. 
Mr. TABER. At the time the engineers 

were before us there was $1,300,000 of 
$1 ,400,000 that was appropriated last 
year that had not been obligated. I was 
wondering if the gentleman could tell us 
whether that money had heretofore been 
obligated, since the engineers were 
before us. 

Mr. SUTTON. It is my understanding 
that it has not, but I am not sure. 
· Mr. TABER. You understand it has 
not been? 

Mr. SUTTON. That is correct. In 
1949 the Army engineers estimated this 
would cost $9,900,000. They came before 
the committee this time and estimated 
it would cost $15,264,000. Actually, they 
do not know yet. In fact, I think every
thing should be held up until a complete 
survey is made. 

Mr. TABER. Does this not sound 
reasonable? 
: Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that debate on this 
amendment close in 1 'minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objec~ 
tion? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I am 

really surprised to receive this informa
tion. I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. SUTTON]. · 

. The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, 1 

move to strike out the last two words. 
I assure the Committee I will not take 
5 minutes. 

The purpose of taking the ftoor is to 
make an inquiry of the committee. Out 
of $341,000,000 in this bill for ftood con
trol, Michigan has but one item of $490,-
000. The total amount of that project, 
and it is the Red Run project in southeast 
Oakland County, affecting eight cities, 
was $1,010,000. Five hundred thousand 
dollars was appropriated last year in a 
previous bill. That leaves a balance of 
$510,000 to complete the work. The 
committee has seen fit to reduce that to 
$490,000, or a cut of $20,000. On the 
bottom of page 255 of the report on this 
bill is a notation that the project is to 
be completed within the amount recom-
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mended. That is completed with $490,-
000. My inquiry is this: Was there any 
evidence submitted to the committee by 
the Army engineers or those in charge of 
the work-the project is already under 
construction-to show that $490,000 is 
sufficient to complete the work, that 
would justify a cut of $20,000. 

Mr. RABAUT. The study of the com
mittee indicates that there was an un
expended balance cf $479,900. They had 
not got started. Prices were higher at 
the time the work was started than they 
are at the present time. They wanted 
$565,000 and the committee, in its wis
dom, figured that $490,000 would com
plete the transaction. 

Mr. DONDERO. The only thing I am 
interested in is to know that the amount 
in the bill is sufficient to complete the 
work. 

Mr. RABAUT. We feel that it would. 
Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair

man, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DONDERO. I yield. 
Mr. REED of New York. I have a 

similar situation in a flood-control proj
ect at Portville, N. Y. There is a nota
tion at the bottom of the report of the 
subcommittee that the work must be 
completed within the amount set forth. 
The contractor refuses to sign the con
tract on the ground that he cannot com
plete the work in the area, that will save 
the people in case of another flood. If 
he cannot do the work the way it ought 
to be done, he will not do it. The Army 
has restricted him to an area that does 
not cover the whole flood district. 

Mr. RABAUT. The engineers have 
been told by the committee to complete 
the work. 

Mr. TABER. An $850,000 project. 
Mr. REED of New York. It works an 

injustice because they restrict the work 
of the contractor to an area that falls 
short of taking in what ought to be 
covered under the contract, and he will 
not take it because he can only make his 
money in the other part of the territory 
which the Army said he could not cover 
at this time. 

Mr. DONDERO. The purpose of my 
inquiry was, regarding the Red Run, be
cause of the vitally important nature of 
this project to a population of over 150,-
000 people in eight cities in my district. 
That is the reason I wanted to be sure 
that the amount included by the com
mittee was sufficient to complete the 
work. 

Mr. RABAUT. I do not know whether 
the gentleman knows it or not, but I 
went out personally to view the project. 
The gentleman will remember the sup
port the project received last year when 
the project was allowed. 

Mr. DONDERO. I do, and I thank 
the gentleman for his support of the 
project. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word for the pur
pose of explaining the situation that 
exists with reference to the Portville 
project in New York. I have checked it 
and have found an astounding situation 
that I think the House should know 
about and that the head of the War De
partment should know about. 

At the time the hearings were held 
that project had an unobligated bal
ance of $371,BOO. The committee carried 
an item of $850,000 to complete the job. 
That makes a total of $1,221,300. The 
Army engineers have received a bid to 
complete the projects from this con
tractor, the whole project, not just :part 
of it, for $1,186,464; or $34,836 less than 
the amount they will have available, and 
still the Army engineers ref use to let the 
contract unless they get $250,000 more. 
What for, goodness only knows. That 
is the kind of job that has been done 
there. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TABER. I yield. 
Mr. REED of New York. And the 

trouble is that they have started a fire 
and now expect me to correct the situa
tion when they tell the people that under 
the present allowance of money they 
cannot complete · the job so that it will 
save them in the event of another ex
traordinary flood. These people have 
been flooded so badly that they have had 
to be taken out from the second stories 
of their houses at night in boats. They 
have these terrific floods and now they 
are told that they cannot do the job on 
the money allowed. . 

Mr. WHI'ITINGTON. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TABER. I yield. 
Mr. WHITTINGTON. As I pointed 

out in my statement of April 7, my un
derstanding is that after this project was 
adopted, after it was authorized, that 
there was an increase in the population 
UP and down the stream there and it was 
clearly evident that unless the project 
were extended it would not protect the 
lives and property of those people. The 
engineers asked for an increase in esti
mate. There is nothing personal about 
this so far as- I am concerned, for it is 
not in the part of the country in which 
I live. 

Mr. TABER. But there has been 
money enough provided in the bill and 
in the carry-over to cover the cost of the 
contract at the price that the contractor 
has bid to do the whole complete job, yet 
they will not let the contract. They have 
$34,000 margin and still they will not let 
the contract. There is no sense at all 
to that. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. If the gentle
man will pardon me, I do not mean to 
delay, but they maintain that if they do 
let the contract it will not under the 
appropriation previously made and un
der the limitations of this appropriation 
provide for an extension of the project 
that will protect those people who are 
not being protected. 

Mr. TABER. Why would the contrac
tor bid less than the amount available 
and have that situation except on the 
basis of doing the whole job? I cannot 
see; it is beyond me. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. All I know is 
that evidently the contract has not been 
let for the amount that is to be appro
priated here; otherwise there would be 
no occasion for the appropriation. 

Mr. REED of New York. M~. Chair
man, I off er an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. REED of New 

York: On page 338, line 10, insert a new 
paragraph, as follows: 

"For work on the Barcelona project in the 
State of New York, $100,000." 

Mr. ~EED of New York. Mr. Chair
man, I ask unanimous consent to pro
ceed for five additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair

man, if it were not for a moral obligation 
involved in my amendment, I would not 
take the floor at this time, but I believe 
that moral obligations should be kept, by 
an individual or by a nation, and as a 
Representative in this Congress I feel I 
owe it to a community which has acted 
in good faith to take this floor at the 
present time and do everything within 
my power to persuade the committee to 
accept my amendment. 

This is a unique community for which 
I am speaking today. It has a very 
ancient harbor located on the south 
shore of Lake Erie between Buffalo and 
Erie. It has been a fishing harbor for 
many years, it has been a harbor of 
refuge for a century, it has been a navi
gation school for the training of young 
men in practical seamanship for many 
years. It has also been a life-saving 
station during its entire existence as a 
harbor. 

Barcelona, N. Y., was made a port of 
entry as early as 1831. They built up a 
very fine community there and the Gov
ernment gave them some aid in the early 
days. The Federal Government in days 
when it was not so afHuent as it has been 
at other times needed a lighthouse. 
Who built that lighthouse? A public
spirited man in that community built a 
very fine lighthouse that stands there 
today. It has sent out its beams of 
warning to the commerce on the Great 
Lakes for years and years to keep the 
ships o:fI the dangerous shoals and rocks 
near the shore. It is impossible to know 
how many human lives it has saved. 

There is a great fishing ground just off 
this little harbor of Barcelona and for 
years they have brought in their count
less tons of fish to feed the Nation, par
ticularly in time of war. It is 17 miles 
to a harbor of refuge to the east and 38 
miles to the west. There are thousands 
upon thousands of small boats today op
erating along the shores of our Great 
Lakes. They need this as a harbor of 
refuge. 

To show you how far the civic-minded 
people have gone to maintain this har
bor which they need, they have built 
wharves, they built the lighthouse, they 
built storage facilities there, they put 
their own money into these projects over 
a period of 119 years. 

The Government ceased appropriating 
for Barcelona Harbor, the port of West
field, N. Y., with the result that the 
silt and the ·sand and the dirt and · the 
rocks have been thrown into the harbor 
due to the action of the heavy and fre
quent storms. The community itself is 
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being devastated. These fishermen can
not get their boats into the harbor to 
unload their catch, and as a consequence 
they are obliged to desert their homes 
and move to other ports. In 1945, $303,-
000 was authorized by the Congress for 
this project with the condition precedent 
imposed by the Federal Government that 
the community would bond itself for 
$7,500 to do its part toward the con
struction of this woject. That condi
tion required the citizens to go to Albany, 
the State capital, at great expense, with 
their attorneys, to obtain an enabling 
act to authorize the taxpayers to vote 
a bond issue. When that bond issue 
came up to be voted on under the en
abling act it was the first time in the his
tory of the .community, which is more 
than a century old, that the village of 
Westfield had voted a bond issue. They 
passed the bond issue by a vote of more 
than 30 to 1, showing that the people 
were united in favor of the project, and 
they believed, of course, when they 
bonded themselves, that the Federal 
Government would perform its part. I 
say frankly that the Bureau of the 
Budget did not see fit to recpmmend 
this item but here is the moral obliga
tion of the transaction. The moral ob
ligation is that if this improvement is 
suffered to be delayed another year be
fore beginnint; this worl{, every fishing 
boat will be driven out of the Barcelona 
Harbor, and they will be forced to go 
miles and miles from their fishing 
grounds. In other words, it will deny the 
fishermen and others a harbor of refuge 
for the fishing boats, and it will compel 
the boats to go out many miles from 
other ports and thus run the chance of 
sudden storms which might wreck them 
before the sailors could return to safety. 
If you fail to begin construction now, 
many lives may be lost because the Con
gress failed to restore this harb·or of 
refuge. 

Here is a community that since 1831 
has been putting in its own money; it 
built the lighthouse necessary for com
merce on the Great Lakes. Even when 
the sailing vessel days were passing out 
of the navigation picture the people 
raised money, incorporated, and built a 
steamboat which operated out of this 
harbor. So I feel that I am not making 
an unreasonable request of this Congress 
as a moral obligation of the Government 
to approve at least $100,000 in this bill 
to start the restoration of Barcelona 
Harbor. 

Now, just stop and think of it. Most 
of you Members have been to Europe. 
We have been supplying money to a so
cialistic government, and I have no quar
rel with the free-enterprise people them
selves in that country. But they have 
been using their own tax money to pay 
short-term bills; they have been using 
our taxpayers' money to buy wigs, man
acles, and other nonessential articles at 
our expense. It seems to me that the 
time has come for us to measure up to 
our own moral obligation at home and 
not devastate and destroy a fishing har
bor, a harbor of refuge, just because we 
have the power to do it. I am not criti
cizing the subcommittee. The subcom
mittee has treated me with every cour-

tesy, but when the Bureau of the Budget 
fails to act in a crisis like this I feel that 
Congress represents the people of the 
United States and that they should meet 
the home emergencies instead of financ
ing emergencies all over the world. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. REED of New York. I yield to the 
gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. RABAUT. What is the population 
of that community? 

Mr. REED of New York. The popula
tion is three or four thousand. Is that 
worth destroying or keeping? 

Mr. RABAUT. Well, it is not a ques
tion of destroying it. We do not want to 
destroy it. I just wanted to ask a ques
tion, that is all. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair
man, I yield back the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle
man withdraw his point of order? 

Mr. RABAUT. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. Chairman, I asl{ unanimous con

sent that debate on this amendment 
close in 5 minutes, the last 3 minutes to 
be allotted to the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? · 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog

nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
RABAUT]. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I am 
going to quote from the hearings before 
this subcommittee on page 593: 

Mr. TABER. What is the estimated cost of 
this project, Mr. REED? 

Mr. REED. The amount authorized is $791,-
000, as I recall. 

This is $791,000, and three or four 
thousand people are' involved. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RABAUT. I yield; 
Mr. REED ef New York. That fig

ure is not correct. It was a typographi
cal error. The amount is $303,000. I 
am asking for only $100,000 to com
mence the work. 

Mr. RABAUT. The gentleman knows 
that no new projects are being started 
this year. I admire the gentleman for 
his devotion to his district, but there is 
a time when we have to tal{e cognizance 
of the condition of the Treasury. The 
gentleman's project is in the same cate
gory as all the rest of them. 

I ask for a vote on the amendment, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. REEDJ. 

The question was taken; and on a 
division (demanded by Mr. REED of New 
York) there were-ayes 17, noes 30. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair

man, I offer another amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. REED of New 

York: On page 338, after line 10, insert "$100,-
000, appropriated in the bill, be made avail
able for improvement of Barcelona Harbor, 
New York." 

Mr. REED of New Yorlt. Mr. Chair
man', I think I have presented this case 

very fairly·. I hope I can impress the 
committee with this ·thought: The con
dition of this harbor has become such, 
as a result of the heavy storms that have 
afflicted it that the failure to improve the 
harbor now will result in driving the few 
remaining small boats out of there thus 
rendering the Barcelona Harbor abso
lutely useless for commercial purposes. 
If the work · is commenced now, this 
year, and $100,000 made available, then 
we can save this harbor for the citizens 
and thus save this community asset for 
a community that has met its own civic 
responsibility as well as a part of the re
sponsibility of the Federal Government. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that debate on the 
pending amendment close in 3 minut~s. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, the 

amendment offered by the distinguished 
gentleman from New York seeks to take 
$100,000 from other projects to which the 
money has been assigned. Every penny 
in the bill is earmarlrnd for some par.
ticular thing. The gentleman is asking 
that $100,000 be assigned to this project. 
I do not feel the committee can start go
ing on record in favor of a request such 
as this because it would be very discrim
inatory against others who have planned 
their projectcs and made certain justi
fications whereby the money was allo
cated to their projects. The amendment 
pretty well answers itself. 

The CHAIRMAN.- The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from New York [Mr. REEDJ. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. SIKES. Mr. Chairman, I mo_ve to 

strilrn out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, I have a great deal of 

confidence in this subcommittee and in 
its work, but I question the .wisdom of a 
cut infiicted by the subcommittee in the 
Jim Woodruff Dam project in the great 
and important Apalachicola Waterway. 
That project was cut from $5,000,000 to 
$3,500,000. 

During the Easter recess I visited the 
. site of the dam and talked at length with 

the engineers in charge of that project. 
They are there on the ground and they 
have all the facts. They told me without 
qualification that a cut from $5,000,000 
to $3,500,000 in that project is, for valid 
and sound reasons, going to mean a delay 
of 2 years in the completion of the 
project. · 

Once that project is completed, the 
Government will take in $1,033,000 a year 
from hydroelectric power. The 2 years' 
delay which the present cut may entail 
will mean that we are going to lose over 
$2,000,000 in revenue and to lose badly 
needed electric power and the use of the 
waterway for 2 years in order to delay
not save-the expenditure of $1,500,000. 
Therefore, I question the wisdom of the 
committee in cutting the funds for that 
valuable project and I trust that they 
will be restored. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not rise to offer an 
amendment, but I war+t to ask several 

I 
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questions of the subcommittee with ref
erence to two of the projects in Cali
fornia. I am interested in the item on 
page 250 of the report referred to as the 
Sacramento River, $1,500,000. We were 
able to convince the Bureau of the Budget 
that they should give us $2,500,000 for the 
project. I think the reason was that by 
making a Federal appropriation it would 
release $3,750,000 of local money. An
other matter about which I am concerned 
is this : the purpose of part of this Federal 
money is to build a short canal from the 
Sacramento River to the turning basin 
of the deep-water channel, or the arti
ficial channel which the engineers will 
build. On that little canal a large grain 
elevator is being constructed on the sup
position that this appropriation mi~ht 
be large enough to build that canal which 
will connect the Sacramento River with 
the turning basin of the Sacramento 
ship channel. What I would like to 
know is just how did the committee hap
pen to reduce the amount? Was it just 
a general economy move, or was· there 
some other specific reason for it? 

Mr. RABAUT. There was an unobli
gated balance of $1,419,500 on December 
31. In this appropriation they got 
$1,700,000. So they have a considerable 
sum of money left. 

Mr. JOHNSON. We got $1,500,000? 
Mr. RABAUT. Just a minute. Last 

year the appropriation was $1,700,000, of 
which they had an unexpended balance 
on Pecember 31 of $1,419,500. So they 
bad only scratched the amount given last 
year. Now we have added to that this 
year $1,[~0,000. So they have a very 
substantial sum of money. I think that 
answers the gentleman's question. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I think it. does, too. 
I would like to ask about another project 
on page 254 of the report. The item is 
in California and is ref erred to as the 
Farmington Reservoir, $500,000. We 
were able to convince the Bureau of the 
BudGet that they should give us the to\:'.11 
amount required for the completion of 
that dam. The total amount that they 
estimated would be required to complete 
the dam was $1,674,000. The Bureau of 
the Budget allowed the full amount in 
order to get the dam out of the way -and 
completed this year, which is good econ~ 
omy. :rt i::; better to get these thin:·J 
completed and out of the way instead of 
dragging them out year after year. I 
would like to know what impelled the 
subcommittee to make such a drastic cut 
in that Bureau recommendation? 

Mr. RABAUT. Well, the situation is 
practfo::;.lly the same. They have more 
money to work with now than they have 
needed. Last year we gave them $1,700,-
000. The unexpended balance as at the 
end of the year was $1,510,800. We have 
given them $500,000 additional. So they 
have over $2,000,000. In view of the situ
ation of Uncle Sam's purse, I think the 
committee did pretty well by them. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I would like to ex
plain this. I think a good part of that 
first a:i;wropriation is tied up in contracts 
for the purchase of land. We have not 
paid ·for the property but we have com
mitted it. So it means that the con
struction' money will be reduced very 

drastically. Apparently the Budget Bu
reau was motivated by the idea that they 
would recommend the full amount and 
this year build the entire dam. But 
whatever the committee decision was I 
will have to abide by it. I thank the gen
tleman for giving me the explanations. 
I ·wanted to get this in the RECORD so 
that anybody reading it will know exact
ly what the committee had in mind when 
they made the cuts. I appreciate the 
courtesy and the generosity of this com
mittee very much. 

Mr. BOGGS of Delaware. Mr. Chair
man, I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. BOGGS of Dela

ware: On page 338, after line 10, insert a 
new paragraph, as follows: 

"Inland waterway, Rehoboth Bay to Dela
ware Bay, Del.: For prosecution of the 
works of improvement with respect to the 
inland waterway, Rehoboth Bay to Dela
ware Bay, Del., as authorized in the River 
and Harbor Act, March 2, 1945 (Public Law 
41, 79th Cong.), $122,000." 

Mr. BOGGS of Delaware. Mr. Chair
man, in the brief sµace of only a few 
minutes which have been allotted to me, 
I shall earnestly strive to justify and to 
obtain the support of the Members for 
the amendment which I have submitted 
and you have just heard. 

The amendment provides for the in
clusion of an appropriation of $122,000 

· for the improvement of the inland 
waterway and Roosevelt Inlet at Lewes, 
Del. 

This project is not a new one. This 
existing Federal project was authorized 
by the River and Harbor Act of March 2, 
1945, and provides for the deepening of 
the existing· channel from a present 
depth of 6 feet to a necessary depth of 
10 feet. 

The district engineer, the division 
engineer, and the Chief of Army Engi
n:;Jrs specifically recommended in the 
1951 budget request that there be in
cluded $122,000 to be used for dredging 
this waterway channel to a depth of 10 
feet. This specific request for funds to 
complete a necessary project authorized 
by the Congress 5 years ago was qeleted 
by the Bureau of the Budget, and no 
satisfactory explanation for the deletion 
of this appropriation has as yet been 
given. 

This authorized Federal project at the 
Roosevelt Inlet is the key to several other 
river and harbor projects. It is also the 
key to the effectiveness of other vitally 
important operations which are largely 
dependent upon the existence of a 10-
foot channel from Roosevelt Inlet to the 
turning ba~in at Lewes, Del. One of 
the other Federal projects of long stand
ing and recognized importance which is 
dependent upon the deepening of this 
channel is the Harbor of Refuge in 
Delaware Bay. This Harbor of Refuge 
is used by naval and commercial vessels 
whenever severe adverse weather c·ondi
tions exist on the Delaware Bay or the 
adjacent Atlantic Ocean area. 

Immediately adjacent to Lewes, Del., is 
Fort Miles, an Army installation of real 
importance to our seaboard defenses. 
The Army finds it necessary and essential 
to use seagoing vessels in connection 

with its extensive mine-laying and anti
aircraft training programs. These Army 
ships must use the Roosevelt Inlet, and 
the present depth of the channel is con
sidered inadequate for fullest utilization. 

The United States Coast Guard is also 
dependent on the use of this waterway. 
The Commandant of the Coast Guard 
has stated that a ch,annel depth of 10 
feet would be advantageous to Coast 
Guard operations in that locality. He 
has also pointed out that patrol boats 
used by the Coast Guard have a draft of 
5 % feet. Since the channel is only 6 
feet deep, it allows very little clearance. 
The Commandant further stated that in 

' heavy weather this condition· becomes 
hazardous and at times may interfere 
with rescue operations. Thus the proj
ect cited doubtless would be advanta
geous to Coast Guard operations at this 
place. 

Let me also point out that the Dela
ware Bay is one of the most important 
in the United States with respect to the 
tonnage of commercial shipping bound 
to and from the ports of Philadelphia, 
Pa., .Camden, N. J., Baltimore, Md., Ches
ter, Pa., and Wilmington, Del. Each of 
these commercial vessels of any consid
erable size takes on or discharges a bay 
and river pilot at Lewes, Del. The ves
sels used for transporting these pilots 
from shore to ship must use the inland 
waterway and the Roosevelt Inlet. Fur
thermore, at the location of this author
ized Federal project, for which an appro
priation of $122,000 is sought, there is the 
second largest menhaden fishing indus
try in the United States. . At present 
this industry is greatly handicapped by 
the lack of adequate depth of the chan
nel at the Roosevelt Inlet and in the por
tion of the inland waterway to which I 
am referring. 

Therefore, gentlemen, from the stand
point of national defense, including op
erations of the Army and the Coast 
Guard, and from the standpoint of sea
borne commerce, commercial fishing in
dustries, and distressed shipping, it is to 
be seriously doubted if there is any single 
project in the United States which can 
better justify an appro_priation. In spite 
of that fact and the obvious justifica
tion for an appropriation for this neces
sary and important project, the appro
priation request for $122,000 was deleted 
by the Bureau of the Budget. Con
sequently, I now see!{ your support in 
having this item :r;einstated by the ac
ceptance of the amendment which I have 
submitted. 

Gentlemen, I sincerely believe that I 
have shown the necessity and the com
plete justification for the appropriation 
provided for by my amendment. Never
theless, I want to use the remaining por
tion of the brief time allotted to me to 
give you some other startling facts which, 
as fair-minded men, I am sure you will 
consider. The State of Delaware :s a 
small but extremelJ important and valu
able State. It is for that reason that 
it is frequently referred to as the Dia
mond State. I am sure that the Treas
ury Department, and especially the 
Bureau of Internal Revenue, consider 
Delaware as the Diamond State. I make 
this statement because official statistics 
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of the Treasury Department reflect that 
the Federal Government collects in taxc:; 
slightly more than $1,000 per capita from 
Delaware, whereas the average per 
capita Federal tax receipts through
out the Nation are only about $280. In 
other words, gentle:nen, the Federal tax 
receipts from Dela ware are more than 
three and a half times the national aver
age on a per capita basis. Treasury De
partment statistics also reflect that the 
average individual Federal income tax 
per capita in the United States is 
about $140 per year. Compare this, 
please, with the fact that the average 
per capita individual Federal income 
tax derived from Delaware is about $380 
per year. In other words, the per capita 
Federal individual income tax return 
from Delaware is only slightly less than 
three times the national average. 

Now you may ask: why I have pre
sented these figures, and I am only too · 
happy to anticipate that question. Other 
statistics show that on the average each 
State receives in Federal grants to States 
and individuals $13.57 for every $100 of 
Foderal . taxes collected in the States. 
Delaware, which contributes out of all 
proportion to our tax revenues receives 
the smallest return in Federal grants. 
Delaware receives only $3.25 in Federal 
grants for every $100 it contributes to 
Federal tax revenues. On the other 
hand one State receives $107 for each 
$100 of Federal revenue. 

The particular appropriation under 
consideration is for approximately $187,-
000,000. Thirty-three States, Ln addition 
to Alaska and the District of Columbia, 
would share in that appropriation. 
Delaware is not one of those States even 
though the authorized Federal project 
for \'".'hich my amendment provides an 
appropriation was approved by the Con
gress 5 years ago. In addition, gentle
men, the appropriation which I seek 
here today represents only slightly more 
than six one-hundredths of 1 percent of 
the total amoun-~ of the rivers and har
bors appropriation recommended by the 
committee. Let me repeat--six one
hundredths of 1 percent of the recom
mended appropriation. 

Now it is probable that many of you 
gentlemen are saying, "Yes, but we can
not increase. this appropriation. We 
must have economy. We must reduce, 
not increase appropriations." No one, 
Mr. Chairman, has been more outspoken 
on behalf of greater economy in govern
ment than I have, and I do not now pro
pose to change that position by one iota. 

Consequently, I direct your attention 
to page 250 of the committee's report on 
this appropriation measure. There in 
the fourth paragraph you will find the 
committee's statement that this recom
mended appropriation includes the 
amount of $1,000,000 for "river and har
bor studies," and another $1,000,000 for 
"miscellaneous "inspections, investiga
tions, and so forth." In other words, the 
committee is recommending an appro
priation of $2,000,000 to be used in 
finding new river and harbor projects 
when we have before us a Federal proj
ect authorized 5 years ago which is con
sidered by the Army, the Coast Guard, 

and commercial interests as vitally 
important completely omitted from 
this appropriation. The appropriation 
which my amendment provides for is in 
the sum of $122,000. Gentlemen, that 
sum represents only a little more than 
6 percent of the $2,000,000 which is car
ried in this bill for the study and inves
tigation of projects. How, I ask you, can 
this be justified or considered in any 
manner to be consistent? Here in this 
$2,000,000 for additional studies can be 
found without any increase in the total 
appropriation the complete sum of $122,-
000 called for in my amendment and 
recommended as necessary by so many 
governmental and private interests. 

As Delaware's sole representative, I 
know that I stand alone in this Chamber. 
You know that I have no powerful dele
gation to lend me support. You know 
that it is highly improbable that any 
other Member will seek time or take the 
effort to speak on this floor on behalf of 
my amendment. Therefore, I earnestly 
request that as fair-minded men seeking 
the greatest return from the funds which 

· you are aoout to appropriate that you 
consider the facts which I have presented 
which serve to justify your support for 
my amendment. 

And I may add, if the members of the 
committee will permit, that I can give 
full assurances that the entire Delaware 
delegation in the House favors this 
amendment and urges its adoption. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that debate on this 
amendment close in 3 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objeGtion. · 
Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I find 

myself confronted with the entire dele
gation of the State of Delaware on this 
amendment which, together with the 
fact that the gentleman from Delaware 
1$ so beloved in the House. makes it diffi
cult for me to proceed. This project 
falls in the category of those projects 
that there is no budget estimate for. 

For the same reason that has been ad
vanced several times today, the commit
tee must be opposed to it. 

The CHAIRMAN . . The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Delaware [Mr . . BoGGsl. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. GOLDEN. Mr. Chairman, I move 

to strike out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, we have heard many 

times from this very abie and hard
working subcommittee that because a 
project is new it sees fit not to include 
it in this year's estimate. I feel that 
there is a deep concern among many 
Members of this House, as well as myself, 
who have worthy projects that are much 
needed in their home districts, that have 
met all of the requirements and have 
been approved by the various Corps of 
Engineers, including the Chief of Engi
. neers. I would like to make a very seri
ous inquiry of the committee or some 
member thereof who may be informed. If 
there is a policy I would like to know 
when we may expect to get in some new . 
projects. 

Last year I appeared before this com
mittee and explained the Pineville, Ky., 
project, where the people are almost 
destroyed every · year by devastating 
floods. I received a very courteous hear
ing. The same procedure was repeated 
this year. 

If there is a policy, or if the. members 
of the subcommittee can advise myself 
and other Members of the House as to 
when we may receive consideration for 
new projects, I would like some member 
of that committee to advise us. 

Mr. RABAUT. Will the gentleman 
repeat his request? 

Mr. GOLDEN. I appeared before the 
gentleman's committee on two difierent 
occasions and received a very kind and 
a very courteous hearing on my Pineville, 
Ky., project. I realize that the com
mittee has many serious obligations to 
meet. But I am in the same position 
that many other Members of this House 
are in. We have new projects that are 
worthy and that are badly needed, where 
our local communities have raised the 
money to furnish their part of the neces
sary funds to build these flood walls. 

If a policy has been adopted by the 
gentleman's committee or if he could in
form us when we may be able to suc
cessfully present our new projects, that 
information would be worth a great deal 
to the Members of the House. 

Mr. RABAUT. First, I want to say to 
· the distinguished gentleman from Ken

tucky that it is true he has been very 
diligent for his district before the com
mittee. He came and presented all of 
the facts in reference to his project and 
he presented them in a most praise
worthy manner. But in view of the 
monetary situation of the country at this 
t ime, the existing deficit, and the deficit 
spending that is going on, the committee 
has taken a firm position against some 
projects. The gentleman knows as a 
legislator here that we cannot bind 
future committees and we cannot bind 
future Congresses. 

Mr. GOLDEN. I realize that. 
Mr. RABAUT. We are going to make 

no hard-and-fast rule about this. We 
did think that as a business proposition 
this year we should simply stand by and 
take stock of the great work that is being 
done all over the country by the Army 
engineers and that no new plans or proj
ects this year be considered. 

Mr. GOLDEN. I would like to point 
out to the distinguished chairman of the 
subcommittee that I have no endeavor 
to undertake to bind the committee. I 
just simply ask if there has been any 
thought given to the need for new proj
ects and as to when we may be con
sidered. 

A year's delay may mean the destruc
tion of the town, and if there is any 
information that the gentleman can give 
us that would throw light on that, I would 
appreciate it. We have to answer to our 
constituents, and we are vitally inter
ested . 

Mr. RABAUT. Of course, the proced
ure is to present this matter to the 
Bureau of the Budget. The engineers 
first present this to the Bureau, and 
sometimes the Bureau sees fit to approve 
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and forward it to the· Congress, and at 
other times they do not. So, that is the 
first hurdle that the gentieman must . 
overcome. 

Mr. GOLDEN. I want to say to the 
Members of the House that some time I 
hope to get this project through. We 
have annual damages in Pineville, Ky., 
that are in excess of the entire cost to 
build a :flood wall around that town of 
about 4,000 people. My town has al
ready voted bonds. · Something over one
third of the cost has been apportioned 
to the local citizens, and we voted $490,-
000 of bonds, and we are hoping that 
before long, before another :flood strikes, 
that we may find our financial affairs 
in such shape that we can approve of 
this project. · 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Kentucky has expired. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that debate on this 
paragraph close in 5 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. · 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog

nizes the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HOEVEN] 

Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. Chairman, I ap
preciate what has been said about com
mencing new projects in view of the 
present financial condition of the United 
States Treasury. However, I would like 
to ask the distinguished Chairman of the 
subcommittee whether he feels enough 
money has been appropriated in this 
bill to take care of emergency :fiood-con
trol_meastlres. I iµake special reference 
to emergency work required on the Mis
souri River in the section designated in 
the report as Missouri RiVer agricul
tural levees, Kansas, Missouri, Iowa, and 
Nebraska. _ 

Mr. RABAUT. $3,000,000 has been ap-
pr_opriated. . 

Mr. HOEVEN. I am particularly con
cerned about great damage which may 
result to Gordon Drive on United States 
Highway No. 77 at Sioux City. This is a 
highway recently constructed by the 
Iowa State Highway Department along 
the Iowa bank of the Missouri River at 
Sioux City. During the ice run this 
spring, which was one of the heaviest in 
years, approximately 830 feet of the pile 
structure protecting this road was com
pletely destroyed and the river was 
threatening ~,bout 1,500 feet of highway 
·fill immediately shoreward and down
stream from this structure. 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOEVEN. I yield to the gentle
man from Nebraska. 

Mr. STEFAN. I know of that damage. 
We had more water there than we had 
in 1943. That is right across the river 
from my district. On my side of the 
river we had approximately a million 
dollars worth of damage. Now, this 
$3,000,000 for emergency is an over-all 
emergency fund. Very little of that 
could be used on the Missouri River, 
although t.he engineers did go up there 
and do some sand bagging and gave some 
relief. But, the damage is there, and 

very little of this $3,000,000 is going fo 
be applicable to give these people the re
lief they need now i_n the emergency. 

Mr. HOEVEN. That is the very point 
I want to make. The $3,000,ooo· would 
not seem sufficient in view of the fact 
that this amount is all that is allowed 
for :flood emergencies all over the coun
try. · 

Mr. STEFAN. It is an emergency 
appropriation for emergencies all over 
the United States. 

Mr. HOEVEN. So the proportionate 
part which could be allocated for Mis
souri River emergency work might prove · 
very insignificant indeed. 

Mr. STEFAN. It is very, very small. 
Mr._ HOEVEN. The Iowa State High

way Commission has invested a lot of 
money in the construction of Gordon 
Drive, to which project Sioux City has 
also contributed. This highway adja
cent to the Missouri River is threatened 
with being washed out whenever the 
Missouri goes on a rampage. Twice with
in the last 2 years the Army engineers at 
Omaha have been called upon to con
struct emergency work for the protec
tion of this very road. rt is a hazard 
which must be taken care of. 

Mr. STEFAN. The gentleman from 
Iowa and the rest of us along the river 
have been working on this problem from 
the very minute the matter was called to 
our attention. We got busy when we 
learned of the breaking up of the ice 
jam in North Dakota. The Army engi
neers have been on the job, but the sub
sequent damage is there today. We are 
getting complaints from our constitu
ents all up and down that river. 

Mr. HOEVEN. The gentleman is cor
rect and he also realizes that there is a 
great investment of money involved. 
There should be some assurance on the 
part·of subcommittee or the Congress, at 
least, that we are going to have enough 
money in the emergency fund to take 
care of the very things the gentleman 
from Nebraska and I have mentioned. 

Mr. STEFAN. This is a real emer
gency. 

Mr. HOEVEN. What is the Congress 
going to do about it? 

Mr. STEFAN. I understand the Army 
engineers are willing to help all they can, 
but how much of this $3,000,000 can we 
get now? 

Mr. HOEVEN. That is the question. I 
took the matter up with the district en
gineer at Omaha, who contends he does 
not have enough money to take care of 
all these emergency needs along the Mis
souri River. We are absolutely subject 
to the whims of nature and the weather 
and never know how much damage we 
are going to have when the river rushes 
down upon us. 

Mr. STEFAN. I think the gentle
man's statement on the :floor should in
duce the Army engineers to give some 
more of that $3,000,000 where it is needed, 
where the emergency now exists. 

Mr. HOEVEN. I do hope the Army 
engineers will disburse the funds where 
needed the most. However, requests for 
assistance come from all over the United 
States to participate in this $3,000,000. 

Just where it is to be allocated we never 
know. It is our duty to speak up for our 
individual needs. I want to impress 
upon the subcommittee that if Gordon 
Drive at Sioux City again comes in
to immediate danger and adequate emer
gency funds are not available that I may 
be called upon to ask for some emergency 
legislation to help solve our problem. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
FLOOD CONTROL 

Flood control, general: For the construc
tion and maintenance of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors for flood con
trol, and for other purposes, in accordance 
with the provisions of the Flood Control 
Act, approved June 22, 1936, as amended and 
supplemented, including printing and bind
ing, and office supplies and equipment re
quired in the Office of the Chief of- Engineers 
to carry out the purposes of this appropria
tion, and for preliminary examinations, sur
veys, and contingencies in connection with 
the flood control, $341,055,000: Provided, That 
funds appropriated herein may be used for 
flood-control work on the Salmon River, 
Alaska, as authorized by law: Provided fur
ther, That funds appropriated herein may 
be used to execute detailed surveys, and 
prepare plans and specifications, necessary 
for the construction of flood-control proj
ects heretofore or hereafter authorized or 
for fiood".'control projects considered for se
lection in accordance with the provisions of 
section 4 of the Flood Control Act approved 
June 28, 1938, and section 3 of the Flood 
Control Act approved August 18, 1941 (55 
Stat. 638): Provided further, That the ex
penditure of funds for completing the nec
essary surveys shall not be construed as a 
commitment of the Government to the con
struction of any project. 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, chapter 
IX of the bill under consideration cover
ing civil functions of the Department of 
the Army under the heading of "Flood 
control, general" includes an item for 
:flood control at Hutchinson, Kans. 

This project is designed to protect the 
city of Hutchinson and adjacent terri
tory from recurring :flood damage from 
Cow Creek, a tributary of the Arkansas 
River which :flows into that river near 
Hutchinson. The project as approved 
by the Army engineers will protect 17 ,-
500 acres of l~nd having a value of $64,-
000,000 exclusive of annual crops. Six 
thousand acres of the 17 ,500 are in the 
city of Hutchinson. Recurring :floods 
have occurred for many years and a 
number of them have been quite disas
trous. The records of the Army engi
neers show that especially · disastrous 
:floods occurred in 1929 and in 1941. The 
1929 :flood caused estimated damages of 
$2,500,000 and that occurring in 1941 
·damages of $2,000,000. Over the years 
there has been some :flood damage at 
least every 3 years and major floods have 
occurred approximately every 9 or 10 
years during the period from 1877 down 
to date as shown by the records of the 
Army engineers. 

The total estimated Federal cost of 
this· project is $3,080,000 of which $1,-
460,000 has been allotted previous to 'the 
coming fiscal year. The Bureau of the 
Budget recommended an appropriation 
of $750,000 for 1951, which, .if made, 
would leave $870,000 necessary to com
plete the project after the fiscal year 
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1951. No funds were appropriated for 
the fiscal year 1950. 

This project is the result of plans 
which have been under consideration for 
several years. In 1945 the Army engi
geers. submitted plans to the city of 
Hutchinson and these plans were ap
proved by the city and in the same year 
the city gave its assurances to the Sec
retary of War covering that p~rt of the 
project and its costs which were to be 
assumed by the city. 

The project has also been approved by 
the chief engineer of the Division of 
Water Resources of the Kansas State 
Board of Agriculture. Since the project 
will require the relocation of State high
ways and the construction of bridges and 
culverts, it has been necessary to work 
with the State highway commission, and 
that commission has agreed to carry out 
the necessary construction work needed 
to relocate highways and build culverts 
and bridges. 

However, considerable delay occurred 
in c.onnection with the project, due to a 
legal action brought against the city of 
Hutchinson by the Cow Creek Valley 
Flood Prevention Association, composed 
of landowners who felt they would be 
adversely afiected by the construction of 
the project. This litigation was not 
finally concluded until January 1949. 
The decision was in favor of the city, 
and since that time rapid progress has 
been made. 

Pursuant to the agreement between 
the city and the Army engineers, the city 
of Hutchinson has proceeded to obtain 
rights-of-way for the project and to date 
has issued its temporary notes for land 
acquisition and damages in the amount 
of $429,812.37. The city has also con
tracted to pay for the relocation where 
necessary of the facilities of the South
western Bell Telephone Co., the Kansas 
Power & Light Co., the Consolidated Gas 
Utilities Corp., and the Gas Service Co., 
and is expected to spend in this connec
tion not to exceed $139,867.79. 

It is my understanding that if the 
amount of $750,000 called for in the 
budget estimate is made available, work 
on the project including the relocation 
of railroad lines, the cost of which is 
to be paid by the Government, the con
struction of earthworks and dikes, the 
relocation of the utilities mentioned 
above and the relocation of highways by 
the State highway commission will pro
ceed without interruption and toward 
early completion. The appropriation of 
the full amount of $750,000 will not only 
permit the Army engineers to relocate 
the railroad lines involved but will en
able them to let a continuing contract 
for the construction of the earthwork 
necessary to complete the project. If 
the amount is reduced to $400,000 as 
recommended in the report of the House 
committee it will mean that contracts 
for only a very small portion of the 
earthwork can be let for the coming 
fiscal year and that the Army engineers 
will not feel justified in letting contin
uing contracts. While this will not af
fect the ultimate completion of the proj
ect in any way, it will delay it for at 
least a year and it is felt .by the mu
nicipal ofileials of the city of Hutchinson 

that this delay may result in increased 
costs to the city on its part of the proj
ect. I think I should point out also that 
in view of the history of recurring floods 
in the Cow Creek area there is a pos
sibility that the delay might result in 
serious flood damage to the city of 
Hutchinson. 

For that reason the mayor and com
missioners of the city of Hutchinson are 
much concerned about the delay which 
will be caused by this reduction of $350,-
000 made by the Appropriations Com
mittee of the House of Representatives 
and on April 7 last adopted a resolu
tion with reference to the matter urging 
that proper steps be taken to secure the 
appropriation of sufficient funds by the 
Congress to construct the project. As 
a part of my remarks I include here
with a copy of the resolution to which 
I have just referred and urge its most 
careful consideration by the House and 
the Senate in connection with the ap
propriations for flood control contained 
in this biil: 

Whereas the city of Hutchinson, Kans. , by 
resolution duly adopted on the 27th day of 
August 1943, directed its city engineer to . 
contact the proper officials and engineers of 
the United States Army and endeavor to ob
tain their assistance and cooperation in the 
development and construction of the city's 
flood control project; and 

Whereas on the 14th day of March 1945, 
Colonel Wilson and his staff of the United 
States Army engineers presented their flood 
c;ontrol plans for flood protection for the city 
of Hutchinson, Kans., and the city approved 
said plans; and 

Whereas the city of Hutchinson made as
surances pledging compliances with the con
ditions of local cooperation in accordance 
with the Flood Control Act approved June 
22, 1936, which authorized the improvement 
and construction of levees on Cow Creek, a 
tributary of the Arkansas River, to protect 
people and property, and the Secretary of 
War approved the assurances on July 4, 1945; 
and 

Whereas the city of Hutchinson has pro
cured through condemnation and eminent 
domain, gift, or purchase rights-of-way, ease
ments, and exclusive occupancy and posses
sion over, through, and upon the parts of 
rights-of-way described and known as lot II 
of the Hutchinson flood control project asap
proved by the chief engineer of the division 
of water resources; and 

Whereas the city in acquiring such rights
of-way has expended the sum of $429,812.37 
issuing its temporary notes to obtain such 
funds; and 

Whereas the city of Hutchinson has granted 
rights of entry to the lands so condemned 
for flood-control purposes by the city of 
Hutchinson, Kans., to the United States Gov
ernment; and 

Whereas the city of Hutchinson has taken 
all other necessary steps requisite to com
ply with local cooperation requirements as 
set forth in the Flood Control Act approved 
by the Congress of the United States the 22d 
day of June 1936; and 

Whereas special counsel for the city of 
Hutchinson has announced that upon in
quiry to the district engineer of the Tulsa 
district, Corps of Engineers, that moneys 
currently appropriated for the Hutchinson 
flood-control project plus those proposed for 
appropriation !or the fiscal year 1951 by the 
House Appropriation Committee would be 
inadequate to permit the award of a contract 
during the fiscal year 1951 for work on the 
levee portions of the project; and 

Whereas the Board of Commissioners of the 
City of Hutchinson, Kans., deem it necessary 
!or the public ·good and convenience that 

the bridges, streets, alleys, public buildings, 
public property, public utilities, and private 
property located within the corporate limits 
of the city of Hutchinson, Kans., be pro
tected from overflow from streams and na
tural water courses and general flooded con
ditions and that the Hutchinson flood con
trol project be constructed without further 
delay: Now, therefore, be it 

Resol1Jed by the Board of Commissioners 
of the City of Hiitchinson, Kans.-

SECTION 1. That the Congressmen. and Sena
tors from the State of Kansas be requested 
to take all uecessary and proper steps to 
procure the appropriation of sufficient funds 
by the CongresE of the United States to en
able the Corps of Engineers of the United 
States Army to construct the Hutchinson 
flood-control project. 

SEC. 2. That the c1ty clerk of the city of 
Hutchinson shall forward forthwith a duly 
certified copy of this resolution to the Con
gressmen and Senators of the State of Kansas. 

Passed and approved this 7th day of April 
A. D. 1950. 

Attest: 

L. E. BAIRD, Mayor. 
FRED HENNEY, 
WM. C. SHAW, Jr., 
J. W. VANDAVERE, 
RICHARD BELITZER, 

City Commissioners. 

F. c. SMITH, City Clerk. 

Mr. PASSMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as fallows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. PASEMAN: On 

page 339, line 1, strike out "$241,055,000" and 
insert in lieu thereof "$343,055,000." 

Mr. PASSMAN. Mr. Chairman, the 
amendment before you provides $2,000,-
000 for planning for "Flood control, gen
eral." The Bureau of the Budget recom
mended $4,000,000. This is half of the 
amount recommended by the Bureau of 
the Budget. Last week the Congress 
passed a flood-control bill in the amount 
of approximately $1,700,000,000. If this 
amendment is not adopted, there will 
not be a dime for plans and specifica
tions for "Flood control, general" be
cause in the bill before you the amounts 
have been specifically assigned. I am 
sure the committee wishes to be fair. If 
you will consider reclamation, which is 
the counterpart of flood control, you will 
find the committee allotted $5,150,000 for 
plans and specifications whereas the 
Corps of Army Engineers under "Flood 
control, general," is not allowed one 
dime for planning. 

Unless this amendment is adopted, you 
are certainly going to paralyze the ac
tivities ·of the Corps of Army Engineers 
and these new projects about which you 
have spoken this afternoon will not have 
funds for plans and specifications. 
This is a reasonable amendment. It 
does not necessarily affect my State be
cause most of the flood-control funds for 
my State are provided in the appropria
tions for the lower Mississippi River and 
its tributaries, and that includes plan
ning. I urge you to support this amend
ment because you have provided, as I 
have just stated, $5,150,000 for reclama
tion. That covers 17 States, whereas 
"Flood control, general" covers the en
tire United States. Members of the com
mittee, I certainly hope you will support 
this amendment. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman, 
I rise in support of the amendment. 
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Mr. Chairman, on April 5, shortly after 

general debate on the comprehensive bill 
began, I made a statement respecting the 
appropriations for civil functions and 
pointed out that while personally there 
were no rivers and harbors projects in 
the district I represent, and there are no 
general flood-control projects in my dis
trict, I felt, in response to the requests of 
many of my colleagues on both sides of 
the chamber, that as chairman of the 
Committee on Public Works I should 
make a statement, especially respecting 
planning funds . . 

In that statement I urged this subcom
mittee, voluntarily reminding them that 
I had· generally supported them in their 
bills for appropriations through the 
years, to make provision for planning 
both for rivers and harbors and for gen
eral flood-control work,· because in the 
pending report of the committee it had 
been stated that no provisions were made 
for planning for rivers and harbors and 
general flood control. I then called, as 
I now call, attention to the language of 
the paragraph of the bill under consider
ation which is the identical language car-
1 led in the appropriation for the current 
fiscal year, Public Law 355, Eighty-first 
Congress. That language includes plan
ning. The bill includes planning. Yet 
the report of the committee said no funds 
are included for planning. I do 1nsist, 
in all fairness to the committee and the 
membership of the House, that this mat
ter should be clarified, although the 
language of the bill, if different from the 
report, will control. Furthermore, I say 
if this House is to allow, as they have 
done in this comprehensive bill, substan
tially $5,000,000 for planning for recla
mation when the Interior bill carries 
$297,000,000 for construction of reclama
tion projects, there is no reason why 
there should not be a provision for plan
ning for general flood control. That is 
the situation. They may have the right 
to continue to plan for the projects 
which are under . construction without 
any additional authorization, and .these 
funds can be used for such planning. If, 
as the chairman of the subcommittee 
maintains, the language of the bill 
ratner than the report of the committee 
controls, the planning is authorized, 
with no limits on the amount as there is 
no limitation of the amount in the 
breakdown in the report of the com
mittee. 

The paragraph on rivers and harbors 
contains no language authorizing plan
ning, and the report states that no pro
vision is made for planning for rivers and 
harbors. The bill must be amended in 
the other body to provide for such plan
ning. The pending paragraph for gen
eTal flood control authorizes and pro
vides for planning funds. The report 
states that no funds are authorized. 
The distinguished gflntleman from Mich
igan [Mr. RABAUT], I beHeve, will state 
before the consideration of the chapter 
on civil functions is concluded, that the 
language of the bill rather than the 

. language of the report will control. .I 
agree. I believe such to be tne intent of 
the Congress. Provision, therefore, will 
be made for planning for general flood 

control, but there will be no limit on the 
amount that may be used as would be 
the case if the Passman amendment were 
adopted. I ask for clarification, but 
·under the language of the bill, the funds 
appropriated without any limitation ·as 
has always been the case, may be used 

• for planning. 
Under the terms of the bill, the appro

priations for the Mississippi River and 
tributaries and for the Sacramento River 
may be used for planning. But I say to 
the membership that no other project~. 
emergency or otherwise, except those 
embraced in this bill and that are under 

· construction, can be planned, without 
planning funds. 

I call attention to this language in the 
bill. The bill itself provides for plan
ning in this language, and I read from 
page 339, line 1: 

Provided, That funds appropriated herein 
may be used for flood-control work on the 
Salmon River in Alaska. • • • 

Provided further, That the funds appro
priated herein may be used to execute de
tailed surveys and prepare plans and specifi
cations necessary for the construction of 
flood-control projects heretofore or hereafter 
authorized. 

That is exactly the language that was 
carried in the act for the current year 
when $3,000,000, as I recall, was given in 
the break-down for planning. Unless we 
mean to stop all future general flood 
control, unless we mean to scrap sub
stantially the staff of experts that is now 
assembled in the Corps of Engineers, 
Congress should provide funds for plan
ning. I do urge the committee, where 
there has been a recommendation by the 
budget for $4,000,000, to approve the 
rather small appropriation-smaller 
than that carried for the current year
contained in the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. PAss
MANl. I repeat, no matter what State 
or what district you represent, unless this 
amendment is agreed to, or unless the 
committee itself clarifies the language of 
the report, that no other project in the 
future, until plans have been made, can 
be appropriated for. 
. Keep in mind that thei:e will remain, 

after the passage of the pending bill, 
authorizations for general flood control 
amounting to approximately $343,000,-
000, which is substantially the amount 
carried in the pending bill for general 
flood control. In the general public in
terest I think the committee would do 
well definitely and in a definite amount 
to appropriate for planning, thus clarify
ing the language in the report. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I am interested in 
economy, .but I am interested in sound, 
sensible economy. 

News releases have been carrying 
many items concerning the floods in 
Minnesota this spring. We have had a 
very severe and very disastrous flood 
condition. Aitkin County in my district 
at the present time is faced with the 

. most severe flood in the history of that 
county. Fifty thousand acres flooded, 
487 miles of county and State-aid and 
812 miles of those township roads are 

badly damaged. Last week a farm home 
burned because the fire apparatus was 
unable to get to this farmhouse, with 
water all around it; yet it was impossible 
to put the fire out. 

The damage done to property at this 
time is immeasurable, as far as morie
tary cost is concerned. 

We had a severe flood in 1948, almost 
as severe as the flood we are having 
this year. The cost in relief, the cost 
to the Army engineers in moving people 
out of the area, the cost to the State 
and Federal Governments in providing 
feed for the livestock and providing 
housing for the people are costly. Tax
payers' money spent for this purpose is 
expensive. Taxpayers' money spent .to 
solve the situation can be a saving. 

We have worked in that area for a 
number of years in an attempt to re
lieve that situation. Last year the ap
propriation bill carried the sum of $25,-
000 for planning. This year the Bureau 

. of the Budget figured that $50,000 would 
be needed · to complete that planning. 
That is a total of only $75,000 for plan
ning. Now, will this $25,000 be lost be
cause we do not complete the job? Will 
we be faced with the possibility of de
laying this flood-control work that is 
needed in that area? The cost of the 
floods in 2 years has been far more than 
the cost of building this particular 
project. 

We can save the situation by some 
sensible planning, and I appeal to you 
in connection with this item of restor
ing planning for flood control to proceed 
cautiously and do some of these things 
at a time when it is economical to do 
them. I am sure that is what the gen
tleman from Louisiana intended when 
he talked about the item being put back. 
It would make this fund include just 
such projects as I have mentioned on 
which some planning has already been 
started. This would enable the Army 
engineers to retain their experienced 
technical. staff to complete the . work 
started. 

Mr. PASSMAN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MARSHALL. I yield. 
Mr. PASSMAN. The Budget re-

quested $4,000,000 for planning under 
"Flood control, general." My amendment 
provides only $2,000,000. I am coopera
ting with the Committee on Appropria
tions trying to effect economy. I think it 
is a very sound investment. It is my 
understanding, according to the lan
guage in the bill at this time that if thi,s 
amendment is not adopted all of the 
projects will have to be placed on the 
shelf until at some future date the Con
gress appropriates money for additional , 
plans and specifications. 

Mr. MARSHALL. That is the way I 
understood the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Louisiana. I am 
heartily in support of-it. I believe it will 
help the situation. I merely want to call 
the attention of the membership to the 
fact that it will be a saving and an econ
omy to proceed with this work of plan
ning now and keep the experienced per
sonnel on the job. 
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Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Chairman, will 

the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MARSHALL. I yield. 
Mr. KENNEDY. When the gentleman 

speaks of adding $4,000,000, is that in ad
dition to the $341,055,000 carried in the 
bill? 

Mr' MARSHALL. I will let the gentle
man from Louisiana answer that. 

Mr. PASSMAN. It merely adds 
$2,000,000 fvr planning which will be 
used for plans and specifications, not 
$4,000,000. I am in hopes no amend
ment will be offered to my amendment to 
increase it to $4,000,000, for I think we 
can get along very nicely o'n the 
$2,000,000. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
a substitute amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. BROOKS as a 

substitute for the Passman amendment: · 
Page 339, line 1, strike out "$341,055,000" 
and insert $345,055,000." 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, I am 
· certainly not against the Passman 
amendment, but I do believe that $4,000,-
000 is not a large ·amount Of money for 
planning.. The engineers tell me they 
are working on some 60 to 65 projects. 
They will need this money if they are to 
continue this work. I call attention to 
the fact that already this portion of the 
bill has been cut 25 perc~nt, whereas the 
rest of the bill has received an average 
over-all cut of only 5 percent. Even if 
we appropriate every cent the Budget 
recommends in this chapter of the bill 
we will still be cut more than 20 percent 
over other chapters of the bill. There
fore, I say to you it is going to be diffi
cult to take 50 percent of the $4,000,000 
which the Budget recommends and 
divide that between 60 or 65 projects and 
keep it within the allocation in such way 
that the planning can be economically 
carried on to completion. So I off er this 
substitute to stand by the Budget recom
mendation for planning, if for no other 
purpose in the flood-control chapter. 
The Budget in recommending the $4,000,-
000 recognized that the engineers badly 
need this for this work. 

Mr . . RABAUT. Mr. Chairman,. I ask 
unanimous consent that debate on the 
pending amendment and all amend
ments thereto close in 10 minutes, 3 min
utes to be reserved to the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
TACKETT]. 

Mr. PASSMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent that the time 
allowed me be given to the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. TACKETT]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Louisiana? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. TACKETT. Mr. Chairman, l be

lieve that most of the taxpayers of this 
country fully realize that flood control, 
irrigation, navigation, and electric power 
provided by multiple-purpose projects 
are essential to the development of the 

economy of this country. This is not 
money wasted, and regardless of how 
strongly you may feel toward curtailing 
governmental expenditures, it is abso
lutely necessary that we go forward on 
our flood-control projects if we expect to 
utilize, preserve, and maintain the fine 
soil that is and could be made available. 
to the people. 

Lack of flood control upon any river 
of any importance in this country is 
destroying yearly billions of dollars in 
property and in soil. Human suffering 
should be considered in these matters. 
I do sincerely feel that we should not 
at this particular time say to the world: 
"We are not going to have any more 
planning money. The engineers are go
ing to do nothing in the future. They 
are going to sit back, and," as the sub
committee chairman said, "take stock 
of what they have been doing in the 
past and let the people's land continue 
to be washed down the river." 

I cannot feel that the Congress be
lieves we should not appropriate plan
ning funds so that we · can go forward 
with this program. I hate to mention 
this, but it is the truth. I have not been 
so strong for foreign aid since I have 
come here. I campaigned on the theory 
that there was some need for our "dish
ing out" some money to help those de
mocracies overseas that had helped us in 
time of need. I still feel that way, but I 
have not yet been able to justify the 
enormous expenditures, knowing that a 
great deal of the money is not going 
where it has been intended in the foreign 
program. You folks do know that a 
great deal of money we have given to 
those governments overseas is being used 
for the very purpose that the Congress 
today is being told that the people of this 
country should be denied. That is ex
actly right. 

Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. TACKETT. I yield to the gentle
man from Iowa. 

Mr. HOEVEN. Right along that line 
the committee might be interested in a 
weekly summary of developments in the 
Economic Cooperation Administration 
prepared by the Public Advisory Board 
of April 7, this :year, in which it is stated: 

Seventeen districts in Sicily have received 
a total allocation of 2,673,321,000 lire ( equi
valent to $4,277,300) to finance land reclama
tion projects, the ECA Special Mission to 
Italy has announced. The projects will in
clude construction of drainage ditches and a 
vast irrigation network. Aqueducts and 
some country roads are to be built and work 
is to be done for stream control in the area. 
Including this allocation, Sicily has received 
a total of 526,569,696,000 lire (equivalent to 
$8,425,100) for land reclamation projects to 
date. 

Mr. TACKETT. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to ask you, Can you conscientiously tell 
your people: "No; you go on and be 
drowned when the rains come. We are 
going to give our aid to the. people 
overseas?" You think it is economy and 
the papers are going to say: "Look at 
those people down there. They are vot
ing economy for a change." Curtailment 
of money for flood-control planning for 
the benefit of our people is false economy, 

We are not allowed to question one 
penny when the ECA program is under 
consideration, but when we are consid
ering the welfare of our own people, all 
the newspapers rather enjoy ref erring -
to any flood-control projects as pork
barrel legislation. I do not give a hoot 
what the newspapers say. I believe that 
the floods of this country should be 
curbed, and it is foolish not to curb them. 
For this committee to take the arbitrary 
position that the activities of the Army 
engineers should be hampered is a 
short-sighted proposal. The Army engi
neers make up one of the most outstand
ing organizations of our Government, 
rendering vital services to our people. 
Their program is to build, protect, main
tain, and preserve our natural resources. 
Do you think for 1 minute that the 
Army engineers will not continue to 
spend money in the future just as they 
have in the past? You are just pro
hibiting them from doing something 
worth while. That is about what it 
amounts to. 

Now, gentlemen, let us be serious about 
this thing. It just so happens that my 
little State of Arkansas is situated on 
the banks of the Mississippi. Enormous 
quantities of water flow through the 
State of Arkansas to the Mississippi, 
thereby greatly affecting my area of the 
State and portions of the States of Mis-

. sissippi and Louisiana as the water flows 
to the sea. 

.Since the north and northeastern por
tions of the United States, along with 
some other sections of our country have 
been pretty well taken care of on flood
control projects in the past, those sec
tions .should not arbitrarily decide at 
this time to curtail the efforts of the 
southern portions of this great country 
from rendering a like service to our 
people. 

Mr. PASSMAN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TACKETT. I yield to the gentle
man from Louisiana. 

Mr. PASSMAN. This particular 
amendment in the sum of $2,000,000 pro
vides for planning throughout the entire 
Nation. 

Mr. TACKETT. That is right. That 
is exactly right. I shnH .vote for the 
Passman amendment and I shall also 
vote for the Brooks amendment, for the 
simple reason that the Passman amend
ment merely asks for half of what the 
Bureau of the Budget says we should 
have and the Brooks amendment is just 
asking for what the Bureau of the 
Budget has requested. 

I want to tell you something, when we 
go before the Appropriations Committee 
and we do not have the Budget Bureau 
with us, the committee says, "We cannot 
listen to you; we cannot tolerate an un
budgeted request; the Budget Bureau is 
not with you"; but when the Bureau of 
the Budget approves flood-control proj
ects, then we are advised that the com
mittee cannot agree with the Bureau of 
the Budget. The lack of approval by the 
Bureau of the Budget is used by the com-

. mittee to refuse an appropriation for a 
worthy project, while a budget-approved 
request is denied upon the theory that 
the budget is wrong. 
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Truthfully, gentlemen, we are spend

ing too much on foreign aid while allow
ing our own natural resources to de
teriorate. We should spend less on for
eign aid and less for the welfare of our 
own economy while balancing the bud
get. Construction of flood-control proj
ects is a humanitarian efiort to preserve 
life, property, and natural resources, 
and is ·one of the greatest national de-_ 
fense moves. We are willing to take oiir 
share in appropriation cuts for economy 
purposes, but surely the flood-control 
projects should not take all the cut. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
RABAUT]. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I 
would remind the last speaker that the 
budget figure, I would say 99 percent of 
the time, is always considered as the 
ceiling figure. The Committee on Ap
propriations has always treated it in 
such a fashion. Further, I hope that no 
others here will be making a comparison 
about spending at home for local projects 
and spending abroad for the preserva
tion of the world and the winning of the 
cold war. That has been explained so 
many times on this House floor and in 
the press that I do not feel it ought to 
be brought in here and made another 
part of this controversy today. 

Now, the situation is the same here. 
The House treated these projects as con- · 
sistently as they treated the rivers and 
harbors program a few moments· ago, 
So often we hear the remark made, "We 
are for economy, but; we are for econ
omy, but." Now, we are either for econ
omy or we are not for economy; either 
we forget or we remember the debt of 
the United States. 
· Mr. WHITE of Idaho. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? ' 

Mr. RABAUT. I yield. 
Mr. WHITE of Idaho. The gentleman 

is talking about economy. It seems we 
can have flood control and irrigation-in 
Europe but cannot have it in this coun
try. 

Mr. RABAUT. Variety of opinion · 
makes a horse race. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RABAUT. I yield to the gentle
man from New York. 

Mr. TABER. Right now the "but" is 
only $4,000,000; that is all. 

Mr. PASSMAN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RABAUT. I yield to the gentle
man from Louisiana. 

Mr. PASSMAN. Is it not true that the 
committee provided pfarining money for 
reclamation, but would not allow plan
ning money for :flood control? 

Mr. RABAUT. We do not have 
charge of the reclamation projects, and 
the gentleman knows that. 

Mr. PASSMAN. I am speaking of the 
Appropriations com~ittee. 

Mr. RABAUT. All right, but do not 
load me with the whole Appropriations 
Committee. I have charge on the floor 
of this work of the Arµ:i.y engine~rs, s~t . 
out in this particular chapter of the bill. 
The other chapters of the bill are not 
controlled by this subcommittee, and the 

gentleman knows it well. That is just 
muddying the waters. 

Mr. Chairman, I hope the House will 
show its consistency again and defeat 
this amendment. I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment ofiered by the gentle
man from Louisiana CMr. BROOKS] as a 
substitute for the amendment ofiered by 
the gentleman from Louisiana CMr. 
PASSMAN]. 

The substitute amendment was re
jected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ls on 
the amendment ofiered by the gentle
man from Louisiana [Mr. PASSMAN]. 

The question was taken; and on a 
division <demanded by Mr. PASSMAN) 
there were-ayes 29, noes 45. 

· Mr. PASSMAN. Mr. Chairman, I de
mand tellers. 

Tellers were refused. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. ·Chairman, I ofier 

· an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. CURTIS: On page 

339, insert before the period . in line 14 a 
colon and the following: "Provided further, 
That in the allocation for individual fiood
control projects of funds appropriated here
in, the rate of reduction in the fiscal year 
1951 budget estimates for individual fiood
control projects shall be the same for all 
such projects." 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I re
serve a point of order against the amend
ment. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the chairman of the subcommittee for 
withholding his point of order. I believe 
he ought to accept this amendment'. It 
follows exactly the procedure the distin
guished chairman brought before this 
House in this same appropriation bill 
last year. 

The purpose of my amendment is not 
to increase the amount of money appro
priated herein. It is not to add any new 
projects or any new works. My amend
ment boils down to this: That all the 
projects carried in the bill shall all be 
treated alike. Frankly, I believe there 
would be a better way and that would 
be to first give the necessary money to 
those projects that could be completed 
in the next fiscal year and thus bring 
protection to life and property. That 
procedure has not been followed. No 
such formula has been presented to the 
committee. Therefore, I believe the 
fairest thing to do would be to treat all 

·projects in all sections of the country 
and in all States in the same manner. 

Mr .. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CURTIS. I yield. 
Mr. STEFAN. Under such a provi

sion, with an equal division of the money, 
the Garrison t>am and the other dam 
which would be completed in 2 or 3 years 
w~uid perhaps be completed in a year or 
even sooner, so that tger could h<?ld the 
~ater ~P above ~p.e riv~r and ~r~v~nt 
the disastrous fioods that have occurred 
around Sioux City this year. 

Mr. CURTIS. That may be true. I 
am not quite familiar with those proj-
ects. · · 

Mr. STEFAN. I am talking about 
Garrison and Randall. 

Mr. CURTIS. It would help all proj
ects that have been cut more than 25 
percent. 

Mr. Chairman, the project I have in 
mind i:3 one on the Republican River 
where they have disastrous floods and 
where the loss of life on one occasion 
exceeded 100 persons in a single year. 
As late as 1947, 15 lives were lost . on 
that river. 

If the Harlan County Dam were to 
receive the full budget estimate, the 
opening of the dam could be completed 
this fiscal year, thereby holding back 
these floodwaters and protecting the 
lives and property of the people there. 
That project, even though it is near com
pletion, has been cut 33 % percent. Oth
er projects have been cut a mere token 
2 percent or 5 percent or 10 _percent. 
There is no reason that can be ofiered as 
to why some projects should receive a 
punitive cut and others little or no cut 
at all. I sincerely hope this amendment 
can be adopted. It merely provides 
that the same percentage cut shall apply 
to all streams and all States and all sec
tions of the country. It is in the inter
est of sound and orderly procedure. I 
think it is fair. In the absence of any 
systematic working out of a plan where
by a project nearing completion might 
have sufficient funds for its completion, 
I think that we should treat them all 
alike. 

The Bureau of the Budget recom
mended $18,000,000 for the Harlan 
County Dam. If that amount had been 
provided in the bill the opening of the 
dam could have been closed in this next 
fiscal year. This bill carries the sum of 
$12,000,000 for this project. Should a 
flood of the proportions of some of our 
past floods occur on the Republican 
River, much of the work already in, 
might be destroyed. It should also be 
pointed out that by delaying the comple
tion of this dam a year there will be an 
added estimated cost to the administra
tive expense of a quarter of a million 
dollars. My amendment, while not in
creasing the total amount for all flood 
control would make one and one-half 
miilion more dollars available for the 
Harlan County Dam. 

Mr. Chairman, may I also take this 
occasion to comment upon the Red 
Willow Dam to be built in the Republi
can River. This is one of the five tribu
tary dams which was authorized in the 
Flood Control Act of 1944 for construc
tion by either the Army engineers or the 
Bureau of Reclamation. By interdepart
mental agreement it has been de
cided that the Army should build it. It 
is not a new and separate project. It 
would be a part of the Frenchman-Cam
bridge project now under construction 
by the Bureau of Reclamation. The Red 
Willow Dam is very necessary to protect 
the irrigation works now being built in 
the Republican Valley from disastrous 
floods. There have been times that the 
fioodwaters from the Red Willow have 
caused damage in the valley of the main 
stream of the river as far down as Ox
ford, Nebr. It is hoped that this work 
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can be approved by the Bureau of the 
Budget and that funds can be provided 
to get this important part of the French
man-Cambridge project under way. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. CURTIS]. 

I fail to see where a point of order 
should lie against the amendment. It 
appeals to me as an amendment that is 
very much in keeping with the rules of 
the House. Amendments of like nature 
have been adopted by this House on 
numerous occasions in the past. So I 
hope the gentleman's point of order will 
not be sustained. 

I agree with. what the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. CURTIS] has said about 
the project in his district. All up and 

. down the Missouri River Valley in our 
section of that great valley, we have just 
experienced another terrific annual flood 
that washed out agricultural levees no 
end, the floodwaters pouring down on us 
from that huge watershed upstream 
broke U-krough and flooded hundreds of 
thousands of acres of the finest land that 
lies out of doors. I can assure you, my 
colleagues, that the people of my district, 
like tlie people of every district in the 
Missouri Valley, especially iri the lower 
reaches, are not shouting for joy because 
of the action taken by this committee, 
which has reduced the request of the Bu
reau of the Budget for flood coritrol in 
the neighborhood of 28 percent. The 
Democratic leadership of the Interior 
Department Subcommittee also saw fit, 
against my wishes, to take 10 percent 
oft: of the budget request for the Missouri 
Valley, while at the same time they · 
scarcely touched any of the other recla
mation projects. It seems we are to be 
used as a sort of whipping boy in that 
valley, and we do not like it especially 
in light of the fact that the spending 
party in power are demanding billions to 
spend for all kinds of worthless things. 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. JENSEN. I yield. 
Mr. STEFAN. It does seem to me 

that the amendment offered by the gen
tleman from Nebraska [Mr. CURTIS] is a 
fair one; that it does not increase the 
appropriation but equalizes the amount. 
I feel that what the gentleman is saying 
will really mean that these emergency 
dams, such as Garrison, and others, will 
be given a little more speed so that they 
may be finished in order to hold back 
the water so that we do not continually 
get these disastrous floods. 

Mr. JENSEN. Right. Every Member 
of Congress wants to be fair. I feel sure 
if he or she are permitted to vote their 
own convictions· they would support this 
amendment. The laws of our land are 
based on common sense and fairness. 
When a law goes beyond that, that law 
soon falls fiat or at least that used to be 
the case when we operated on a square
deal basis. This amendment certainly is 
based on fairness and equality of treat
ment to the people aft:ected in this bill. 

So I hope the gentleman's amendment 
will be adopted. 

Mr. Chairman, I talked to Colonel Pot
ter, of the Army engineers, . just a few 
minutes ago, and he tells me there is yet 

thousands of acres of land under water 
in my district even though the high flood 
crest has passed and which will not drain 
oft: until outlet ditches are dug. It is 
going to take a lot of the farmers' own 
dollars to get that water off the land in 
order to put it into crops this year. 
Many acres will not be cultivated this 
crop year because of the fact the farmers 
cannot get the water off of that land in 
time to put in the crops. 

The only assistance the United States 
Army Engineers can give those farmers 
is to help repair and rebuild those lev~es. 
Where they have drainage districts 
established and a request is made to the 
Army engineers for the rebuilding of 
those levees, the engineers have only the 
authority to repair them, to put them 
back in the same shape they were before 
the flood; but they have no authority to 
enlarge, or strengthen, or heighten the 
levees which were built by the people 
themselves. The money provided in this 
bill is to build strong permanent levees · 
to hold future floodwaters off this valu
able farm land. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to read into the 
RECORD the justifications for agricultural 
levees on the Missouri River from Sioux 
City to the mouth which appears on 
pages 247 to 249 of the hearings. The 
budget request was for $7 ,000,000, the 
committee reduced it to $5,000,000. Also 
I want to read into the RE~ORD the hear
ings on the Little Sioux flood-control 
project. For the Little Sioux the Bureau 
of the Budget requested $500,000. The 
committee cut this right square in half. 
Certainly we are not treating the people 
of the Missouri Valley fairly and equita
bly in those instances. 

In all fairness, this amendment should 
be adopted. Please give us a square deal. 

LITTLE SIOUX RIVER, IOWA 
. Mr. KERR. Item No. 42 is Little Sioux River, 
Iowa. Total estimated Federal cost, $4,100,-
000; allotments to date, $572,100; tentative 
allocation for fiscal year 1951, $500,000; addi
tional to complete after ·fiscal year 1951, 
$3,027,900; 1950 appropriation, $372,100. 

Colonel POTTER. Little Sioux River is in the 
Missouri Basin on the Iowa side. This is a 
project we are asking ~500,000 for, to con
tinue channel work. 

Mr. RABAUT. You have quite a few floods 
there, it says here. 

Colonel POTTER. Floodwaters come down 
out of the hills. A lot of farms are up on 
the hills, sir, and then they extend down to 
this very broad fiat land that goes down to 
the river. It is a cooperative project, be
tween ourselves and the Soil Conservation 
Service. They are doing the upstream work 
and we are seeing that the water gets down 
the river without damage. 

Major floods have occurred on this river 
16 times since 1851. 

Mr. TABER. May I ask, have you got a com-
plete record of them? 

Colonel POTTER. Yes, sir; we have. 
Mr. TABER. How much have you obligated? 
Mr. BOUSQUET. $456,900; and that is sched-

uled for obligation in March. 

FALL RIVER RESERVOIR, KANS. 
Mr. TABER. Is it not completed now? 
Colonel POTTER. It has been in operation 

since it was dedicated last :ran. Governor 
Carlson came to the dedication. 

Mr. TABER. And they are going to put in a 
crane for operation? 

Colonel POTTER. $23,000 to complete pur
chase of a crane for gate operation and $17,-

000 for construction of facilities for reser
voir management and public use. 

Mr. TABER. How much of an unobligated 
balance have you got? 

Mr. BOUSQUET. $489,COO, sir. 
Mr. -TAEER. It is all gone? 
Colonel POTTER. It is all scheduled for ob

ligation this fiscal year, .sir . 
Mr. KERR. Fall River Reservoir, that does 

not cali for anything; tha,t is continued. 

HUTCHINSON, ARKANSAS RIVER, KANS. 
Now, the next one is No. 44, Hutchinson, 

Arkansas River, K ans., total estimated Fed
eral cost, $3,080,000; allotments to date, 
$1,460,000; tentative allocation for fiscal year 
1951, $-750,000; additional to complete after 
fiscal year 1951, $870,000; 1950 appropriation, 
none. 

You are requesting $750,000. Jua.tify that, 
Colonel. 

Colonel POTTER. This $750,000 will finish 
lot II of the project, except for relocations. 
We propose to use it as follows: Earthwork, 
$325,900; relocations, $424,lCO. 

I might bring out for the record that the 
floods of 1929 and 1941 caused estimated 
damages of $2,500,000 and $2,000,000, respec
tively. 

This is a project where considerable time 
elapsed .in the local interests getting to
gether. We believe that it is all straightened 
out now. 

Mr. TABER. How much is unobligated? 
Mr. BousQUET. $859,000 as of November 30. 
Mr. TABER. When is that scheduled? 
Mr. BousQUET. That is scheduled for obli

gation in January and May; $500,000 in Jan-
uary, and $354,000 in May. · 

Mr. TABER. That will pretty near finish it; 
won't it? 

Mr. BousQUET. That will just about take 
care of our unobligated balance. 

Mr. TABER. How will it finish the job? 
Mr. BOUSQUET. The contract on which we 

are obligating $500,000 in January, is going to 
cost us $868,000. And $522,000 is the esti
mated cost of the work obligated in May. 
They will be continuing contracts. 

Mr. TABER. Well, that $750,000 will finish it. 
Colonel PO'ITER. It will require $870,000 

more after 1951 to finish the entire project. 
KANSAS CITYS, MO. AND KANS. 

Mr. KERR. Item No. 45, Kansas Citys, Mo. 
and Kans., total estimated Federal cost, $41,-
389,000; allotments to date, $24,912,100; ten
tative allocation for fiscal year 1951, $7,000,-
000; additional to complete after fis·cal year 
1951, $9,476,900; 1950 appropriation, $5,-
000,000; 

You are requesting $7,000,000 more for 
1951 fiscal. What do -you have to say about 
that? 

Mr. TABER. How much? · 
Mr. BOUSQUET. January of 1950, $525,000. 

And December of 1949, $1,873,000. 
Mr. KERR. What about the account obli

gated for December 1949? 
Mr. BousQUET. Our latest records are as of 

the 30th of November, sir. About the fif
teenth or sixteenth of this month we should 
be getting our figures for December. 

Colonel POTTER. It takes about 10 or 15 days 
for those reports to come in after the end of 
the month, Judge. 

MISSOURI RIVER AGRICULTURAL LEVEES, SIOUX 
CITY, IOWA, TO THE MOUTH 

Mr. KERR. Item No. 46, "Missouri River 
agricultural levees Sioux City, Iowa, to the 
mouth." Total estimated Federal cost, $119,-
700,000; allotments to date, $21,622,700; ten
tative allocation for fiscal year 1951, $7,000,-
000; additional to complete after fiscal year 
1951, $91,077,300; 1950 appropriations, 
$5,952,700. 

Colonel, what have you to say in justifica
tion? 

Colonel POTTER. The entire project's scheme 
is made up of over 100 separate levee units 
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roughly corresponding to the levee organiza
tions that presently exist along this river. 

The river is subject to fiood, and the en
tire valley is subject to flood; I would say, 
once out of every 3 or 4 years. 

To protect themselves on a valley which 
ranges up to 5 miles wide, the local people 
have formed together into drainage and levee 
units. 

Based on the 1941 and 1944 Flood Control 
Acts, we have worked together with these 
local units in forming Federal flood-protec
tion projects, several of which are under way 
at the present time. 

The moneys we are requesting this year will 
provide for the continuation of levee units 
already under construction, the alteration of 
highways and bridges, and the completion of 
some of the units already under construction. 

Mr. TABER. How many acres would be pro
tected by this protection? 

Colonel POTTER. About a million and a half 
.acres, sir; 50 communities; and the fiood of 
1947 caused damages of $65,000,000 in this 
particular stretch of the river. 

The people are constantly faced with this 
threat, and I have seen them plant, be 
.tlooded, replant, and be flooded out again. 

Mr. TABER. What is your unobUgated bal
ance there? 

Mr. BousQUET. The unobligated balance on 
November 30, 1949, was $5,548,400. And that 
is scheduled for obligation in December, Jan
uary, February, March, and April. 

Colonel P.OTTER. Each one of these units, or 
a part of the unit, will be advertised as a 
separate contract. 

Mr. KERR. Without objection, we will put 
pages 464, 465, 466, and 467 in the record. 

(The pages referred to are as follows:) 
"Justification of estimate 

"Item No. 46, Missouri River 
agricultural levees Sioux City, 
Iowa, to the mouth: 

Total estimated Federal cost ___________________ $119,700,000 

Allotments to date_________ 21, 622, 700 
Tentative allocation for 

fiscal year 195L________ 7, 000, 000 
Additional to complete 

after fiscal year 195L___ 91, 077, 300 

"1950 appropriation: $5,952,700. 
"Authorization: 1941 and 1944 Flood Con

trol Acts. 
"Location and description: The project 

consists of a series of levees and appurtenant 
works along both sides of the Missouri River 
from Sioux City, Iowa, to the mouth, for the 
protection of agricultural lands and small 
communities against floods. 

"Status: Construction of unit L-575 levees 
has been completed. Raising and alteration 
cif C. B. & Q. Railroad Plum Creek Bridge 
(unit L-575) has been completed. Raising 
and alteration of the C. B. & Q. Railroad 
Nishnabotna River Bridge (unit L-575) is 12 
percent complete and wm be about 50 percent 
complete on June 30, 1950. Construction of 
underseepage facilities for unit L-575 are 25 
percent complete and will be 80 percent com
plete on June 30, 1950. Construction of unit 
R-562 levees, Buck Creek drainage structure 
and alterations to the C. B. & Q. Railroad in 
connection with unit R-562 have been com
pleted. Construction of underseepage facili
ties for unit R-562 are 2 percent complete and 
will be 75 percent complete on June 30, 1950. 
Construction of unlt L-561, section 1 (Nish
nabotna River) levees, has been completed. 
Construction of unit L-561, sections 2 and 3 
and unit L-550, section 1 (Nishnabotna River 
and High Creek) levees, is 90 percent complete 
and will be completed by June 30, -1950. Con
struction of unit L-550, sections 10 to 12 
(Rock Creek) levees, is SO percent complete 
and will be about 60 percent complete June 
30, 1950. A continuing contract bas been 
awarded for unit L-550, section 20 (Rock 
Creek) levees and construction will be about 

25 percent complete June 30, 1950. A con
tract for raising and altering the C. B. & Q. 
Railroad High Creek Bridge (L-561) has been 
negotiated and work will be completed by 
June 30, 1950. Construction ·Of unit R-573 
levees is 90 percent complete and wm be com
pleted by June 30, 1950. A contract has been 
initiated for alterations to the C. B. & Q. Rail
road tracks near Minersville, Nebr. (unit R-
573), and work will be 80 percent complete 
by June 30, 1950. Construction of unit L-
627-624 levees is 80 percent complete and will 
be completed by June 30, 1950. A contract 
has been initiated for raising and altering 
the Wabash Railroad Mosquito Creek Bridge 
(unit L-627-624) and work will be completed 
by June 30, 1950. Construction of unit R-
548, sections 1 to 4 (Missouri River) levees is 
10 percent complete and will be 40 percent 
complete June 30, 1950. A contract for alter
ations to the C. B. & Q. Railroad tracks in 
connection with unit R-548 has been in
itiated and work will be completed by June 
30, 1950. Continuing contracts will be 
awarded for construction of levees for unit 
L-614, section 1, unit L-536, section 1, unit 
L-614, section 2, unit L-550, sections ·2 to 9, 
and unit L-550, sections 13 to 19, and work 
under each of these contracts will be about 
30 percent complete June 30, 1950. Continu
ing contracts will be initiated for raising and 
altering the C. B. & Q. Railroad Mosquito 
Creek Bridge (unit L-627-624) and the C. B. 
& Q. Railroad Rock Creek Bridge (unit L-550) 
and work under these contracts will be 40 
and 45 percent complete, respectively, by 
June 30, 1950. The construction of levees in 
units R-513-512 (secs. I and II), L-488., L-476, 
L-488-443, and R-440 is under way by con
tinuing contracts. Levees for units L-448 
and L448-443 will be completed during fiscal 
year 1950 and levees in units R-513-512 (secs. 
I and II), L-476, and R-440 will be about 84 
percent complete by June 30, 1950. The con
struction of levees in units R-513-512 (sec. 
III), R-500, L-497, R-482, and L-400 will be 
initiated by continuing contracts and from 
33 to 67 percent of the work completed by the 
end of fiscal year 1950. The raising of one 
railroad and three county highway bridges in 
unit 5-513-512, a State highway bridge in 
unit L-497, and a railroad and a State high
way bridge in un~t L-400 will be initiated and 
partially completed by the end of fiscal year 
1950. The project as ~ whole was 7 percent 
complete on June 30, 1949, and will be about 
18 percent complete by June 30, 1950. 

"Proposed operations, fiscal year 1951: 
Funds are needed in fiscal year 1951 for con
tinuation of construction of the project. The 
allocation of $7,000,000 will be utilized as fol
lows: $110,000 to complete continuing con
tract for alterations to C. B. & Q. Mosquito 
Creek Bridge (unit L-627-624); $340,000 to 
complete construction of unit L-550, sections 
2 to . 9 levees; $410 ,000 to complete construc
tion of unit L-550, sections 13 to 19 levees; 
$180,000 to complete unit L-550, section 20 
levees; $360,000 to complete unit L-614, sec
tion 1 levees; $200,000 to complete unit L-614, 
section 2 levees; $180,000 to complete unit 
L-536; section 1 levees; $160,000 to initiate 
construction of unit L-614, section 3 levees; 
$150,000 to initiate construction of unit L-
536, section 2 levees; $150,000 to initiate con
struction of unit R-548, Little Nemaha sec
tion levees; $170,000 to initiate construction 
of underseepage facil1ties for unit L-627-624; 
$190,000 to initiate construction of under
seepage facilities for unit L-561-550; $150,000 
to initiate construction of underseepage fa
cilities for unit R-573; $100,000 to initiate 
construction of unit R-580 levees; and $150,-
000 to initiate construction of unit R-652 
levees; $3,450,600 to complete continuing con
tracts for construction of levees in unit R-
513-512, R-500, L-497, R-482, L-476, R-440, 
and L-400; raising of a railroad bridge and 
three highway bridges in unit R-513-512; 
raising a highway bridge in unit L-497, and 
raising a railroad and a highway bridge in 

unit L-400; and $549,400 to Initiate construc
tion by continuing contract of underseepage 
facilities for units L-488 and L-448-443. 
With the expenditure ·of the allocation of 
$7,000,000 for fiscal year 1951, the project will 
be carried to 24 percent completion. 

"Work remaining to complete after fiscal 
year 1951: After the expenditure of $7,000,-
000 for fiscal year 1951, funds would be 
needed to complete construction on units in 
progress -during fiscal year 1951 and to con
struct the remaining units located on the 
Missouri River between Sioux City and the 
mouth. 
· "Justification: The agricultural levee proj
ect is a part of the comprehensive plan for 
improvement for fiood control and other pur
poses in the Missouri River Basin. The plan 
will provide complete protection to agricul
tural lands and small communities in the 
Missouri River Valley against destructive 
floods. Approximately 1,500,000 acres of land 
and 50 small communities of 100 or more 
population between Sioux City, Iowa, and 
the mouth of the Missouri River will benefit 
from the flood-protection works to be con
structed under this project. It is estimated 
that property losses, crop losses, and other 
damages along the main stem of the Mis
souri River between Sioux City and the 
mouth have amounted to approximately 
$140,000,000 in the past several years. The 
severe flooding in 1947 caused damages of 
$65,000,000 in this reach. In view of the 
constant threat of recurrence of these dis
astrous floods, it is essential that funds be 
provided to continue the levee program as 
scheduled. The allocation of $7,000,000 is 
the minimum amount necessary to continue 
the work as scheduled and provide for the 
early completion of the more urgently needed 
protection." 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I now 
make the point of order against the 
amendment and desire to be heard. 

The CHAffiMAN. The Chair will be 
pleased to hear the gentleman from 
Michigan on the point of order. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, the re
port contains recommendations and per
suasions on the Army engineers as to 
the individual projects. The committee 
recommendation is not mandatory. This 
amendment would make such allocations 
mandatory. It is clearly legislation and 
imposes additional duties on the agency 
in question. The language in the bill is 
that which is mandatory upon the engi
neers, not the language in the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is pre
pared to rule. 

The gentleman from Nebraska has of
fered an amendment which has been re
ported. The gentleman from Michigan 
makes a point of order against the 
amendment arid has presented the 
grounds for h1'3 point of order. 

The Chair has examined the amend
ment and is of the opinion that the 
amendment seeks to apply a uniform 
rule for the reduction of funds provided 
in the bill with respect to all flood-con
trol projects covered and is of the further 
opinion that the amendment is in order, 
and therefore overrules the point of 
order. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
this amendment end in 5 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no o'Jjection. 
Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman-



6672 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE MAY 8 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. 'rABER. Is it not a fact that in 
arriving at the size of appropriation the 
committee took into consideration the 
unobligated balances that were available 
for the project and the speed with which 
the engineers had indicated that they 
might act? Is not that the fact? 

Mr. RABAUT. The gentleman is ab
solutely right. This amendment seek$ 
to make engineers out of Congress. The 
Congress last year left .discretion over 
percentage cuts in the hands of the en
gineers. There is a vast difference be
tween that and what this amendment 
proposes. If we wish to make engineers 
out of the Members of Congress and 
to set these cuts in this body, that is 
one thing. If we want to leave this 
discretionary power for the engineers, 
that is quite another thing. I prefer 
to leave it with the engineers. 

On that basis, Mr. Chairman, I oppose 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Nebraska [Mr. CuRTu;;J. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. ROGERS of Florida. Mr. Chair

man, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
my remarks at this point in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection · 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ROGERS of Florida. Mr. ~hair

man I arise in support and to speak in 
favo~ of that portion of the appropria
tion bill (H. R. 7786) which includes an 
item of $5,000,000 for the central and 

·southern Florida flood-control project. 
I believe if there is one meritorious 

appropriation contained in this bill it is 
this appropriation for this project. . I 
say this for many and various reasons 
among which are the fallowing: 

First, this .appropriation will be the 
means of the completion of the levees 
and dikes in the Everglades area which 
will prevent not only the damage and 
destruction to property but will be the 
means of saving human lives. I know 
of no comparable area in the· country 
which has been afflicted with three suc
cessive years of floods-aggravated by 

.storms of hurricane force. Such floods 
struck my area in 1047, 1948, and most 
recently in August of 1949. I may state 
that the storm in August 1949 would have 
perhaps been the most destructive of life . 
and property but for the fact that the 
Federal levees around Lake Okeechobee 
withstood their most severe test and pre
vented overflow of the lake into the pop
ulous upper Everglades area. The work 
on this project will ultimately give us a 
high degree of flood protection and water 
control and will largely eliminate the 
burden of successive flood losses which 
threaten the orderly development of 
southern Florida. · 

Second. Because I believe that this 
project which is a joint venture by the 
Federal Government and the State and 
people of Florida, is an outstanding ex
ample of how the State and Federal 
authorities can operate in the control 

and conservation of water and land re
sources. This project is significant to 
the entire Nation and. not alone to my 
State. 

Third. This Federal project is one of 
primary importance to the entire State 
.of Florida and its progressive accom
plishment is ~ essential to an orderly de
velopment of about one-third of the 
State which is dependent upon water 
control for its very existence. I cannot 
stress upon you too greatly the im
portance that construction of this proj
ect proceed as rapidly as possible. Every 
year of delay means another year of ftood 
losses, and disruption of our economy.
Furthermore the nature of the project 
and the close interrelation of its various 
elements, are such that they should be 
accomplished progressively and rapidly. 
Otherwise the protectior. afforded by one 
element of construction may tend to ag
gravate flood damages in another unpro-

. tected section. This hazard during con
struction is present in most flood-control 
projects, but the vast area covered by 
the project for southern Florida, the uni
formly level terrain, and the exposure 
of this area to hurricane-driven floods, 
malrn it particularly applicable to this 
case. 

Fourth. I urge this appropriation for 
continuing this project because of my 
personal familiarity with the need for 
this work. The Sixth Congressional Dis
trict, which I represent, includes six 
counties which are wholly or jn part 
within this project area, and a large part 
of the improvement will be located with
in my district. I know from first-hand 
experience, and from the experience of 
thousands of my constituents, of the tre- · 
mendous difficulties which they have ex
perienced in developing southern Florida 
in the face of recurring periods of floods 
and drought; and I am convinced that 
this project is essential .to thefr welfare 
and progress. 

Briefly, the accomplishments of the 
improvement will be as follows: 

First, it will afford flood protection to 
the highly developed urban and farming 
areas along the east coast and south of 
Lake Okeechobee. The first phase of 
the plan of improvement which has been 
authorized, will give the most urgently 
needed part of this protection. Subse
quent phases, if authorized by Congress, 
will protect additional areas. 

Second, the entire plan of improve
ment, when ultimately constructed, will 
benefit over 2,000,000 acres of agricul
tural land by removing the flood hazard 
and by affording improved water con
trol in wet and dry periods. This will 
include over 700,000 acres of fertile new 
lands which will be made suitable for 
agricultural development. Without this 
water control, thousands of acres of this 
muckland will be lost forever by burning. 

Third, the plan of improvement, by 
conserving floodwaters in parts of the 
Everglades which are not suitable for 
agricultural use, will improve water sup
plies along the east coast of Florida, and 
in the Caloosahatchee Valley on the west, 
where the encroachment of salt water is 
threatening the very existence of the 
cities and towns and adjacent farming 
operations. 

Fourth, the conservation areas in their 
natural state will afford unexcelled 
refuges and breeding grounds for fish 
and wildlife of many kinds, and provide 
a large incidental benefit of both com
mercial and recreational value. The 
Fish and Wildlife ~ervice of the Depart
ment of Agriculture has approved the 
plan from this conservation standpoint. 

May I say to the members of the Com
mittee that the sum of $7,500,000 was in
cluded and recommended in the Presi
dent's budget estimate for this project; 
however, the Subcommittee on Civil 
Functions Appropriation reduced the 
recommendation of the President to $5,-
000,000 and it is this sum that I am re-

. questing and pleading be approved in 
this bill. The quickest way we can get 
something done to make our people se
cure against the scourge · of floods is too 
slow. Another flood this coming year 
will undoubtedly cause damages many 
times the amount of this appropriation. 
While I would like to see a much larger 
appropriation because I know from ex
perience how urgently protection is 
needed, however, I realize that you must 
consider other desirable and needed 
projects and that there are definite 
limits on appropriations. 

I earnestly urge, however: that this 
sum of $5,000,000 for continuation of this 
urgently needed work, which is truly a 
joint venture of the Federal Government 
and the people of Florida, be approved by 
this Committee and then by the House of 
Representatives. 

In conclusion, I most urgently request 
and most sincerely appeal that you ap
prove the sum of $5,000,000 which has 
been recommended by the subcommittee. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
. On page 339, line 9, strike out "$341,-

055,000" and insert "$343,000,000." 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment increases the amount appro
priated by this bill for flood control from 
$341,055,000 to $343,000,000. It raises 
the amount authorized by this appropri~ 
ation bill almost the sum of $2,000,000 
in order to take care of the budget 
amount originally put in for the Cone
maugh Dam in the Ohio River Valley, 
which is a flood-control dam. The 
amount of increase is just less than $2,-
000,000. I have made the amendment 
in an odd amount because there had 
previously been an amendment put in 
of exactly $2,000,000 for another pur
pose, the general :flood-control study. 

The Bureau of the Budget estimate 
for this year had approved the sum of 
$9,000,000 flood-control funds for the 
continuing of the 1951 construction of 
the Conemaugh Dam, which is 65 miles 
·up the river from Pittsburgh. The cut
. ting of this amount from $9,000,000 to 
$7,000,000 will reduce the amount by 
approximately 20 to 25 perc;nt and, of 
course, will :increase the time that it 
will take to complete this dam. 
· This dam is not a new structure. It 
has been under construction from 1946 
through 1950 ;. $26, 715,000 has been ap
propriated through various bills up to 
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1950, leaving the balance of the cost of 
constructing this dam, $17,484,700. 

The question is, first, whether it will 
be more costly or less costly to reduce 
this appropriation amount at this time. 
Because the dam is now in co.urse of con
struction, it will be most costly, because 
the present structures which are built, 
the engineering facilities and the equip
ment which are now there, cannot be 
used for the purpose for which they are 
assembled, and will be moved out into 
accessible areas for other work if feasible. 

Consequently, I have today asked the 
Army engineers of the Department of 
Defense whether the reduction in funds 
will cause a delay in the actual construc
tion of the dam. Their office has assured 
me today that the delay in initiation of 
clearing up operations and relocations 
would delay the completion of the project 
by 1 year, with possible damages to low 
lines, highways, and utilities not yet ac
quired necessary to the impoundment of 
floodwaters. The following was the 
statement of Mr. Harry Cohen, of the 
Army engineers, to my office this 

- afternoon: 
The reductior. in funds will defer the clear

ing of the reservoir area, the relocations of 
Indiana branch of the Pennsylvania Rail
road, and certain partial payments for crop 
damage, and reduce the allocation of funds 
to land acquisition and relocation of high
ways and utilities in the reservoir area. Re
duction of funds allocated to land acqui
sition and relocation of highways and utili
ties will not permit sufficient progress on 
these items to keep pace with the construc
tion program on the dam. 

Delay in initiation of clearing operations 
and relocations would delay completion of 
the. project by 1 year with possible damages 

_ to low lying highways and utilities not yet 
acquired as a result of the impoundment of 
floodwaters by the partially completed dam. 

You may ask me, "FULTON, are you 
talking just for Pittsburgh?" No; I am 
not; I am talking for the defense of the 
country, because you will remember in 
1936 we, in the Pittsburgh area, had a 
flood that covered the complete down
town area and the whole industrial area 
along the Ohio, the Monongahela, and 
the Allegheny Rivers, with inundation 
clear down the river to Cincinnati. The 
water in Pittsburgh was up as high as the 
tops of the street cars, and it took us 6 
months in that industrial area to re
cover. We, in America, constantly hear 
of the threat of Russia. If we run the 
risk on one more year's flood in the Ohio, 
the Monongahela and the Allegheny 
River Basin, as well as in the Mississippi 
Valley, you will find that we might be at a 

· terrible disad•mntage should world war 
III break out. I feel that if the Army 
engineers say that the risk of one more 
flood in this great industrial area will 
be incurred by cutting simply $2,000,000 
from this bill, that we had better, for 
the defense of the country, not do it. 
For example, the amount of water held 
back by this one dam is, in floodtime, 
one-half the amount going over Niagara 
Falls, so, it is a tremendous dam that is 
going to hold back the floods that have 
already once wiped out one of our main 
towns in Pennsylvania, Johnstown, and, 
I believe, killed 3,000 people when the 
previous dam broke.· 

Under those circumstances, for the 
defense of the country, it is no small 
matter. It is not just a local matter that 
involves one industrial area. I do not 
believe that anyone on the floor or in 
the committee can refute the state
ment of the Army engineers that this 
will cause a 1-year delay in the construc
tion of this large project, simply by try
ing to save $2,000,000 in appropriations 
during the current year that will have 
to be put out anyway within the next 
year or two. We must expeditiously 
complete the remaining work to be done 
on the dam, anyhow. 

The total cost of the dam is $44,200,000. 
The lack of this small amount will cause 
a great danger to the defense of the 
country, as well as endanger the pro
ductivity of the heart of this industrial 
center of the Nation. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that debate on the 
pending amendment close in 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog

nizes the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. CORBETT]. 

Mr. CORBETT. Mr. Chairman, the 
amendment my colleague from Pennsyl
vania has o:ff ered is really worthy of con
siderable attention. I know it has been 
the mood and the temper of the Com
mittee to turn down all these amend
ments, but sometimes we come to one 
that is extraordinarily important. The 
Conemaugh Dam is not located in the 
districts of either of us. It is located to 
the north of the city of Pittsburgh. If 
you will recall, in 1936, when the great 
flood paralyzed the industrial heart of 
the United States, there was inaugurated 
there a program of withholding and im
pounding the floodwaters of the Monon
gahela, the Allegheny, and the Ohio 
Rivers. That program is now well on its 
way to completion. I know that many 
of you have read that because that pro
gram is on its way to completion Pitts
burgh has become one of the boom cities 
of the Nation. Currently, that great 
city is building dozens of skyscrapers. 
New industries are moving in along the 
waterways. New transportation facili
ties are being stretched across the State 
to it. 

If this appropriation is cut by $2,000,-
000 it will create a gamble of 1 year on 
the weather. This big dam will cut the 
possible maximum flood level by some 
5¥2-feet in the city of Pittsburgh. As my 
colleague pointed out, it will give that 
great steel-producing center and muni
tions-producing center a degree of safety 
which is, I believe, much more vital than 
many of the things we are currently do
ing for defense. 

We know that the ultimate cost of the 
project will be increased if the dam is 
not finished with economic speed. So I 
say to the Committee that I do wish you 
would give this amendment very serious 
consideration. 

The amount of funds involved is imall 
and the need is great. If we can get this 

· dam :finished on time, the Nation will be 
safer. The prosperity of one of its great-

est income-producing areas will be 
safer. I can assure you that in the long 
run it will pay dividends to the United 
States of America to have this dam fin
ished on time. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CORBETT. I yield. 
Mr. FULTON. I think it should be 

pointed out in relation to this investment 
of $2,000,000 that the Pittsburgh area 
pays its share by paying over a billion 
dollars every year in. Federal income 
taxes. 

Mr. CORBETT. I not only thank the 
gentleman for his contribution, but I 
wish to point out also the completion 
of this dam is going to mean the comple
tion of th_e flood protection of the Pitts
burg area. There are presently no other 
projects in their flood-control scheme 
being pushed by either the city or the 
area. So I do hope you will consider this 
amendment and support it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
RABAUTJ. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, the 
amendment on the Conemaugh River 
Reservoir, as introduced by the gentle
man from Pennsylvania, seeks to in
crease the amount by $1,945,000. The 
budget allowed $9,000,000 a~d the com
mittee cut it to $7,000,000. The reason 
for the cut and the reason for the action 
of the committee, I think, will even sat
isfy the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
We found they pad an unexpended or 
unobligated balance of $4,337,200. That 
was in November. In December they 
had practica_lly $2,600,000. So this sum, 
added to the $7,000,000 takes us up to 
a figure above the $9,000,000 which was 
approved by the budget. I think there 
is very little room here for complaint 
as to the action of the committee. 

Mr. CORBETT. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RABAUT. I yield. 
Mr. CORBETT. The statement that 

the gentleman ,made there might stand 
some correction. The funds which he 
says are not obligated, I tak~ it to mean 
that such funds have not been ear
marked and set aside and actually put 
under contract; is that correct? 

Mr. RABAUT. Yes. That is what we 
understand. 

Mr. CORBETT. Here is the difficulty 
with reference to that. In the impound
ing of the floodwaters there has to be 
certain reallocations of railroads, utility 
lines, public highways, and the like. It 
is right there that the delay is. It is 
true that the money has not yet been 
contracted, but they cannot go ahead 
and impound the water until they have 
made these reallocations. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I am 
sorry I cannot yield further to the gen
tleman, since the time has been limited 
by the action of the committee. 

Mr. CORBETT. I appreciate that, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. RABAUT. But they have in ex
cess of $9,000,000. They have $7,000,000 
from the committee, $2,000,000 as a car
ry-over, and the sum I referred to as two
million-six-hundred-thousand-odd dol
lars actually is $2.589.800. which makes a 
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total of nine million and practically 
six hundred thousand dollars. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask that the amendment 
be defeated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. F'ULToNJ. 

The amendment was defeated. 
Mr. NOLAND. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. NOLAND: On 

page 339; line 1; strike out "$341,055,000" 
and insert "$341,555,000, of which $500,000 
shall be exclusively available for the flood 
wall at Vincennes, Ind." 

Mr. NOLAND. Mr. Chairman, the 
only reason that I presume upon the 
time of the House at this late hour in 
the afternoon is because in January of 
this year the lives of 25,000 people in the 
town of Vincennes were severely jeop
ardized from a tremendous flood in the 
Wabash River. I might say at ·this time 
that I plead guilty to being a member 
of the economy cut faction. I will al
ways be against economy when stacked 
up against human life. The $257,000,-
000,000 debt mentioned was incurred be
cause it was thought in time of war it 
was proper to spend money instead of 
wasting liies. That is where we are on 
some of these emergency flood-control 
projects. To my mind, this is one of the 
most important projects in the MiJ
west, and it is entitled to highest priori
ty. The seriousness of the recent crisis 
at Vincennes, Ind., has been attested to 
by the Corps of Engineers, and their rep
resentatives have stated that this is one 
of the most necessary flood-control items 
in the entire Midwest. Past Con
gresses have already appropriated $90,-
000,000 for plans and specifications, so 
this project is ready to go, as soon as suf
ficient construction funds are allocated. 

In January of this year the city of 
Vincennes experienced a flood crisis. 
This makes the second time that this 
entire city has been in extreme danger 
of being flooded. Previously, in 1943, r 1e 
city was in great danger and had it not 
been for 3,500 soldiers sent from Camp 
Atterbury to fight the flood, the city 
would probably have been inundated at 
that time. 

In January of this year a second crisis 
of similar proportions was experienced. 
One thousand soldiers from Fort Knox 
spent approximately 3 weeks in Knox 
County under the direction of the Louis
ville district engineer fighting a flood 
crest which topped the existing flood 
wall. 

Mr. DENTON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield 

Mr. NOLAND. I yield. 
Mr. DENTON. I have a telegram 

from Governor Schrick er, of Indiana, 
who is not in favor of pork-barrel leg
islation and who has the reputation of 
being very economical. Here is what he 
says: 

Understand you are to appear before the 
Budget Director on Monday with respect to 
an added appropriation for the Vincennes 
fiood:-wall project. This is the most impor
tant item from the standpoint of Federal 
assistance in Indiana today. ·The next fiood 

could easily represent the loss of millions of 
dollars. It was saved only this time by the 
heroic efforts of the military forces and the 
men, women, and children of the .commu• 
nity. This is a most critical situation and 
deserves precedence over many other proj
ects. I want to support your efforts witb 
my strongest possible recommendation. 

HENRY F. SCHRICK-e;R_. 
Governor. 

I may say I live directly south of Vin
cennes and the people of my district are 
especially interested in this project, be
cause, if Vincennes is inundated, all com
munications to the north and east are 
cut off. It would cut off all traffic on the 
main roads south from Chicago. 

I am supporting the gentleman's 
amendment. 

Mr. NOLAND. I think that is very 
important, and I would like to say that 
I went to Vincennes to see the concrete 
flood wall there. It is an actual fact 
that it is about a 12-inch concrete wall, 
and there are cracks in that wall as big 
as your hand. The engineers went in 
there and sandbagged the cracks. They 
built a secondary sandbag levee 45 feet 
behind it. As a matter of fact, the waters 
of the Wabash actually topped the PW A
built concrete wall, and the only way 
they stopped it was by putting a frame 
box extension on top of the concrete wall 
and filling it with mud. The water actu
ally went several inches above the top of 
that wall. It is a real crisis there. It looks 
like we will be able to escape a flood this 
spring, but those are things that will be 
repeated. The strange thing about it 
is that the Bureau of the Budget is will
ing to recommend millions of dollars to 
repair these agricultural flood levees. 
The situation at Vincennes is that the 
agricultural levees, both on the Indiana 
and the Illinois side, protect those farm 
lands, and they funnel the water right 
down to Vincennes where it forms a bot
tleneck. The only thing that saved the 
city was because the levee broke way up 
above Vincennes on the Indiana side, 
and directly across the river at Law
renceville, Ill. Go back in there with 
engineers, rebuild those levee walls, form 
the funnel, and Vincennes will be en
.dangered again in another flood crisis. 
For that reason I believe that the men, 
women, and children, who got out and 
filled sandbags in this last flood crisis 
are entitled to some Federal help to pro
tect their cities. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that debate on this 
amendment end in 8 minutes, the last 
three to be reserved to the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from· 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. JACOBS. Mr. Chairman, I live 

north of Vincennes, but I was born and 
raised south of Vincennes. I have seen 
the floods down the Wabash and the Ohio 
Rivers, and I have seen homes washed 
away. I remember in· 1937 I had to have 
a police escort to get to my father's home, 
with no communications intact, before 
I could find out whether or not their 
home had been washed down the river. 

I believe in economy, but I am not op
posed to investing money to save lives. 

- -

I assume that although we are called 
upon to spend $13,500,000,000 for defense 
in this country that life is going to go on, 
and it is a part of the progress of this 
country to protect those people. 

I suppose this amendment is not going 
to have much chance of passing-like 
all the rest of the- amendments that have 
been offered here this afternoon. It re
minds me of what the judge said along 
about the middle of the morning; after 
holding court for a couple of hours he 
threatened to clear the courtroom unless 
he had order, that he -had had to send 
six men to the penitentiary and had not 
heard a word of the evidence. 

But I want to say this to you, Mr. 
Chairman; this is the one point I want to 
make: $300,000 was spent at Vincennes, 
Ind., in January of this year to build 
up a sandbag wall to keep Vincennes 
from being washed down river. We are 
asking for $500,000 to increase the height 
of the wall, to malte it permanent. Be
fore another 12 months roll around you 
may have to spend another $300,000 to 
build up a sandbag wall to save the city. 

Is that not a question of being penny
wise and pound-foolish? I respect the 
Bureau of the Budget, but that is not a 
sufficient answer to me. 

In conclusion, let me say that neither 
is it a sufficient answer to the people 
who live in Knox County, Ind., espe
cially when last year this Congress was 
called upon to vote and did vote over my 
protest, if you remember, six times this 
amount to subsidize what they call Free
dqm Fair here in Washington. ·Now, 
most of those Knox County people down 
there who live under that :flood wall are 
not going to come to Washington to en
joy that celebration, but they are going to 
help pay for it whether they are washed 
down the Wabash River or not. This is 
$500,000 to start making permanently 
safe Vincennes. Remember, you spent 
$300,000 in January of this year to save 
the city. I hope that this will be the one 
amendment where this House shows that 
the representatives ol the people are 
making the determination, and not the 
Bureau of the Budget. This is a meri
torious amendment. I appeal to my col
leagues to support it on behalf of those 
people down on the Wabash River. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the pending amend
ment. 

The injection of the words "Freedom 
Fair" into this discussion is very much 
like talking about Europe. We are to
day talking about Uncle Sam's pocket
book and our necessities, just how much 
screening is necessary so that we may 
continue to go along and take care of 
the huge problems that we in the Eighty
ftrst Congress find upon our doorstep. 

I want to particularly compliment the 
three gentlemen from Indiana, all of 
whom appeared in justification of this 
project before the committee, Mr. No
LAND, Mr. DENTON, and Mr. JACOBS. 
Their constituents may well be proud of 
them. But we cannot differentiate in 
these projects. 

This project is in the same category as 
any other unbudgeted project this year. 
There fs no need . 'for us ~ to d~~ll .upon 
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the argument of an unbudgeted ·project. 
We have had that up several times to
day; so with the same argument I pre
sented before I ask that the amendment 
be defeated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Indiana [Mr. NOLAND]. 

The question was taken; and on a divi
sion (demanded by Mr. NOLAND) there 
were-ayes 11, noes 42. 

S.o the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 

unanimous consent that debate on this 
paragraph and all amendments thereto 
close in 15 minutes, the last 5 minutes 
to be reserved to the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 

unanimous consent to allot 2 minutes of 
the committee's time to the gentleman 
from Idaho [Mr. WHITE]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

-- There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog

nizes the gentleman from Idaho [Mr. 
WHITE]. 

Mr. WIDTE of Idaho. Mr. Chairman, 
I off er an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. WHITE-Of Idaho: 

On page 339, after line 14, insert a new para
graph, as -follows: 

"Lewiston-Clarkston, Idaho and Washing
ton; for the initiation of construction on the 
Lewiston-Clarkston project, authorized in 
the River and Harbor Act· of March 2, 1945 
(Public Law 14, 79th Cong.), $1,000,000. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I make 
a point of order against the amendment 
on the ground it calls for a reclamation 
project and is not germane. 

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman withhold his point of 
order? 

Mr. KERR. Yes; I withhold it. 
Mr. WHITE of Idaho. Mr. Chair

man, recently this Congress was called 
upon to appropriate $25,000,000 not for 
fiood control, but to repair fiood damages 
on the Columbia River in the Northwest. 
This committee has slaughtered the 
Army engineers fiood-control program 
on the Columbia River in bringing in 
this bill. We are getting practically no 
consideration at all in the Northwest. 
· The Army engineers, in recognition of 
the danger of fioods at Lewiston re
quested an appropriation in the budget 
submitted this year of $1,000,000 for 
planning and initial construction on this 
project. The Bureau of the Budget, fail
ing to understand the urgent need for 
fiood protection at Lewiston, cut the item 
to $25,000 for planning only, and the 
House committee has struck out all 
planning projects. 

So that you may know how urgent and 
important this project is, I am going to 
read a letter to the Committee, addressed 
to me, from General Pick, of the Army 
engineers, and also a letter to Senator 
DwoRSHAK, who ·k:indly gave me a copy, 
and I ask your support in restoring the 
item to the appropriation bill: 

XCVI--421 

. DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY, 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 

Washington, October 28, 1949. 
Hon. COMPTON I. WHITE, 

House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR MR. WHITE: Reference ls made to your 
letter of October 20, 19.49, enclosing a com
munication from Mr. William P. Hughes, city 
engineer of Lewiston, Idaho, concerning the 
availability of funds for the strengthening of 
the North Lewiston dike. 

As you may recall, the River and -Harbor 
Act of 1945 authorized a project for naviga
tion and other purposes on the Snake River, 
which included, among other items, the re
construction and strengthening of the levees 
and fiood walls on both banks of the Clear
water River and on the right bank of the 
Snake River at Lewiston. To .date, however, 
no funds hwve been appropriated by Con
gress for this work, and we are unable to 
initiate the authorized construction until 
the necessary funds are appropriated for 
that purpose. 

The Corps of Engineers fully recognizes the 
importance of the authorized levee rehabili
tation work at Lewiston and the benefits that 
will be realized upon completion of that con
struction. Accordingly, you may be assured 
that we are prepared to initiate the work 
promptly when the necessary funds are ap
propriated by Congress for that purpose. In 
this connection, I may mention also that 
when bearings on the President's budget re
quest for fiscal year 1951 are held by the 
Appropriations Committee of Congress we 
will be prepared to answer any questions the 
committee members may ask concerning the 
funds required for the construction of these 
flood-protection works at Lewiston. 

I trust that this information will be suffi
cient for your present purposes. In the 
event, however, I can be of any further as
sistance to you in this connection, please do 
not hesitate to call on me. 

Sincerely yours, 
LEWIS A. PICK, 

Major General, 
Chief of Engineers. 

During the limited time at my dis
posal, Mr. Chairman, I am unable to pre
sent all of the facts, but I want to say 
to you that this project has been author
ized, and you will find it on page 13 of 
Public Law i4, approved March 2, 1945; 
and when the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. KERR] presses his point of 
order, I will be prepared to meet it. 

I would like to also read a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers to Senator DwoR
SHAK under date of November 3, 1948: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY, 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF E~GINEERS, 

Washington, November 3, 1948. 
Hon. HENRY C. DwoRSHAK, 

· United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR DWORSHAK: Further refer
ence is made to your letter of August 30, 1948, 
and its accompanying enclosures from Mr. 
William P. Hughes, city engineer at Lewis
ton, concerning the construction of dikes at 
Lewiston, Idaho. By letter of September 1, 
1948, you were advised that Col. Theron D. 
Weaver, the division engineer of the North 
Pacific Division, was requested to submit a 
report thereon, which has now been received, 
based on information furnished by Col. O. E. 
Walsh, the district engineer at Portland, Oreg. 

As you know, the River and Harbor Act of 
March 2, 1945, authorized the modification 
of the Federal project for the Snake River in 
general accordance with a plan contained in 
House Document 704, Seventy-fifth Congress. 
This authorization provides for construction 
of such dams as are necessary and open chan
nel improvement between the mouth of the 

river and Lewiston, Idaho, for purposes of 
slack-water barges navigation, irrigation, 
and power development. The plan of im

·provement now developed consists of four 
dams with high-lift locks to overcome a dif
ferential in elevation of 375 feet between the 
Columbia River and Lewiston, · fish-passing 
facilities, and hydroelectric installations. 
The dam sites tentatively selected are lo
cated 10, 45, 72, and 113 miles, respectively, 
above the mouth of the Snake River. To 
date no river and harbor funds have been 
appropriated by Congress with which to con
struct this authorized project. 

The levees that local interests are desirous 
of having constructed at this time are an 
integral part of the ultimate plan fol' the 
development of the lower Snake River and 
are required in connection with the proposed 
Lower Granite Dam, the uppermost of the 
four dams to be constructed between Lewis
ton and the mouth of the river. This dam, 
which is scheduled to be the last of the four 
dams to be constructed, will create a naviga
ble pool extending to the vicinities of Lewis
ton and Clarkston. As the normal pool of 
the reservoir will be approximately 10 feet 
above ordinary low water at the confluence 
of the Snake and Clearwater Rivers, levees at 
this locality have been included in the 
approved plan. 

The levee plan consists essentially of three 
units, of which one would be located on the 
Snake River adjacent to the city of Clarkston, 
and two would be located on the Snake and 
Clearwater Rivers, adjacent to the city of 
Lewiston. These levees, whiCh norm(tlly 
would be constructed concurrently with the 
dam, are primarily intended to prevent such 
additional damage as the existence of the 
lower Granite pool might cause during major 
floods. These levees would also provide con
tinuous protection against all natural stream 
fiow conditions up to the designed fiood stage. 
It is this latter protection that is now de
sired by local interests, in the interim before 
the construction of the lower Granite Dam. 
On the basis of the present price levels the 
probable cost of the proposed levees is esti
mated to be $1,200,000. 

As indicated above, the initiation of con
struction of this authorized Federal project 
is dependent upon the appropriation of the 
necessary construction funds therefor by 
Congress, and the early construction of the 
levees in the vicinity of Lewiston would re
quire a specific appropriation of funds by 
Congress for that purpose. You may be as
sured that prompt measures will be taken 
toward accomplishing the desired levee pro
tection as soon as the required funds are 
made available. 

Sincerely yours, 
R. A. WHEELER, 
Lieutenant General, 

Chi«/ of Engineers, 
Copy to North Pacific division, Portland 

district. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I with
draw my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
RABAUT]. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I do 
not wish to take the time of the House 
at this late hour. I ask for a vote on the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Idaho [Mr. WHITE]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. WHITE of Idaho. Mr. Chairman, 

I offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. WHITE of Idaho: 

On page 339, before the period in line 14, in
sert a colon and the following: "Provided, 
further. That there is hereby appropriated an 
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additional sum of $750,000 for flood control 
work at Bonners Ferry, Idaho." 

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. Mr. Chairman, 
both the committee and the Bureau of 
the Budget have made a very serious 
mistake in striking this item from the 

. appropriation bill. 
We have in north Idaho a beautiful, 

productive valley known as the Kootenai 
Valley in Boundary County. It sur
rounds the county seat of Bonners Ferry. 
Many years ago the people on their own 
initiative organized drainage districts, 
bonded themselves, and raised the 
money for fiood protection, and built 
what you call levees in the South but 
are called dikes in our country, and diked 
out 13 drainage districts in this beautiful 
productive valley of the Kootenai, where 
they raise as much as 80 bushels of wheat 
to the acre. 

In 1934 extra high water broke through 
most of these dikes and the Government 
incurred a very heavy expense in re
habilitating the dikes and refinancing 
the people on the land. OnlY 2 years 
ago · the fioods came in and broke the 
dikes and :flooded the drainage districts 
and the town of Bonners Ferry again. 
The Army engineers who came to the 
rescue of the town ·and the districts 
spent a large amount of this emergency 
appropriation of $25,000,000 to rehabili
tate the dikes, strengthen them, and pro
tect the town of Bonners Ferry. 

Now the Bureau of the Budget comes 
out with the proposition that as long 
as they are going to build a :flood-control 
dam at Libby upstream the repair of 
these dikes will be only an interim proj
ect, and will not be needed after the 
Libby Dam is built, and so appropriation 
for :flood protection of Bonners Ferry and 
drainage districts was stricken from the 
bill. But who knows when the Libby 
Dam is going to be built? It may be 15 
or 20 years, and in the meantime the 
town of Bonners Ferry and the beauti
ful farmland of the Kootenai Valley will 
be left at the mercy of the :floods of the 
Kootenai River and the Kootenai Valley 
may be destroyed. 

It is my contention that both the 
Bureau of the Budget and the Appropri
ations Committee made .a very serious 
mistake in taking this item out of the 
program of the Army engineers to com
plete a work that is so well begun and 
means so much to north Idaho and the 
welfare of the country, particularly of 
the transcontinental railroads that serve 
that district. That valley is crossed by 
the main line of the Great Northern 
Railroad and also a branch of the Ca
nadian Pacific, the Spokane & Interna
tional. 

It is my contention that this amend
ment should be _ adopted and this item 
should be restored to the bill. The town 
of Bonners Ferry should be protected just 
as was intended by the Army engineers 
in putting this item in the program. I 
ask the gentleman from Michigan to 
accept the amendment, and I hope that 
if he ever gets ·his assignment changed 
he will take over the ECA and give the 
people of America a little protection when 
it comes to economy. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for the compliment. This 

is an unbudgeted item. The same. rea
sons that have been advanced before 
against unbudgeted items apply here. I 
ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ·is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Idaho. . 

The amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog

nizes the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
HARRIS]. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Chairman, in pro
viding for fiood control we are strength
ening the economy of our country, and 
it cannot be considered an out-of-pocket 
cost that offers no return. It was pri
marily this recognition that caused the 
Federal Government to assume respon
sibility of :flood control. 

By providing economic projects in 
flood-control programs we preserve the 
soil of our Nation. Until a compara
tively few years ago the soil of this 
Nation was being depleted to an unrea
sonable and incredible extent. Therefore, 
flood control and soil conservation, to
gether with power development, go hand 
in hand in preserving and strengthen
ing the economy of America. 

It is recognized that flood-control proj
ects usually require years from the time 
of first recognition from an engineering 
standpoint is given until its completion 
as an actual reality. It is well recog
nized that it will require years and years 
of consideration and action to complete 
even a minimum flood-control program. 
It, therefore, becomes necessary to ap
proach these projects as it is finally de
cided to have the ·least possible impact 
on our budget from year to year as we 
build to strengthen our future economy. 
In parceling out the funds for projects, 
I think attention should be given to those 
that would ·give tbe greatest immediate 
return and the most justifiable relief and 
protection. 

There are several projects in our State 
under construction; some of Which are 
highly important to my own district. 

I wish to call attention to a few of 
these that have particular significance 
and importance in my part of the State. 
This in no way minimiz·es the importance 
of others that affect our State or other 
sections and States of our great country. 

BLAKELY MOUNTAIN 

Blakely Mountain project was author
ized a few years ago as a multiple pur
pose project, power dam, and :flood con
trol reservoir. The total estimated ulti
mate cost to complete the project will be 
approximately $31,000,000. Already we 
have provided almost $7,000,000 toward 
this project and it is now well under con
struction. 

This appropriation carries an addi
tional $2,500,000. This will provide suf
ficient funds to carry on this year's con
struction that this project may get 
pretty well along toward ultimate com
pletion. 

This project is important to our area 
because it is a main reservoir to control 
the upper waters of the Ouachita River 
which traverse the heart of my district. 
It, together with other projects when 
ultimately completed will furnish the 
flood-control protection that will inure 
to the benefit of that whole area, and 

thus as ·a small segment to the economy 
of our country, 

NARROWS RESERVOIR 

The Narrows project likewise just 
abQve lJlY district also provides protec
tion to the Ouachita watershed. It is 
on the upper Little Missouri River, which 
is a tributary of the Ouachita and will 
contain the water out of the mountains 
in the upper part of that stream, adding 
to protection of our people below where 
floods frequently occur. 

The Narrows project was authoriZed in 
the Flood Control Act of 1941. 

I am proud of the fact to have also 
had some part in the authorization and 
providing funds for this project. It is, 
however, a small project with an ulti
mate-total cost of $13,500,000. Already 
more than half of the funds have been 
made available to complete this proj
ect. 

In this bill an additional $1,500,000 is 
provided which will mean that with this 
year, the project will be 75 or 80 per
cent complete. This, too, is a multiple 
purpose project providing benefits for 
both hydroelectric power and :flood co -
trol. · 

OZAN CREEK, CHANNEL CLEARANCE 

In connection with the Narrows Reser
. voir project, there was authorized some 
· $58,000 for the channel clearance of 
Ozan Creek in Hempstead County. 

Out of the funds made available here, 
Mr. Chairman, I am going to insist that 
$53, 700 be used and the engineers enter 
into a contract for this work to pro
ceed. 

This is a small project but there is 
no project in the bill that is more jus
tifiable and to which there is a greater 
responsibility of the Government. The 
engineers included this as a part of their 
request to the budget. The budget re
duced the amount for the entire proj
ect. There is some question that this 
might be a new project but notwith-

. standing this viewpoint by some, it can
not be considered anything except a part 
of the Narrows project because it is in 
the same area. 

There are only approximately 12 miles 
of channel clearance but this 12 miles 
is important in that it provides an out
let of three forks of Ozan Creek, and 
in as fine alluvial soil as there is in the 
Nation. 

Four thousand three hundred dollars 
has already been allotted and the plan
ning completed, and only $53,700 is 
needed to do this work. · 

The reason I insist on this, Mr. Chair
man, is because it was in this area the 
Federal Government took over some 
60,000 acres which it used during the war 
as a testing area for ammunition. The 
heart of this county then went for war 
purposes, affecting seriously the economy 
of the county. 

After the war the Government aban
doned the area and after a long contin
uous fight, we· got it returned to produc
tion, giving the people the opportunity of 
reclaiming this land in order that it may 
again be returned to agriculture. 

Private interest's before it was taken 
over had constructed their own private 
canals for drainage. By road beds and 
other obstruction, the Government in 
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utilizing it for war purposes has practi
cally destroyed the drainage and outlet 
that private interests had previously, at 
their own expense, provided to drain 
this area. 

These three channels come together, 
providing an outlet for the water and it 
is necessary to channel these 12 miles to 
let this water get out. 

I submit to you in all fairness and in 
justice to those people this should be 
done and I believe will be done during 
this fiscal year. 

The members of this committee indi
cated to me a year ago that as this prop
erty was just. being returned to produc
tion they would endeavor to include it 
this year. 

The engineers have made their re
quest recognizing its importance and 
made a statement to the committee on it. 
I have obtained the complete break
down on the Narrows project and there 
is every justification that this amount of 
funds can be used for this channel clear
ance a few miles below. This ·can be 
done by using $53,700 of the $1,500,000 
in this bill for the Narrows Reservoir 
and Little Missouri River project. I 
have discussed it with the engineers and 
I am fully confident that it would not 
greatly interfere with the progress of 
the dam and reservoir. It would provide 
immediate relief to the people in the 
area of these three for ks of Ozan Creek, 
by only requiring the channeling of this 
12 miles. 

OUACHITA RIVER 

These projects are part of the compre
hensive plan of the Ouachita River pro
gram giving protection to the watershed 
which covers many thousands of acres. 

A few days ago the Congress author
ized the entire program, which when 
completed will be as fine and complete a 
flood-control program, including power 
and navigation as there will be found 
anywhere in the country. 

In this additional authorization to 
complete the program for which appro
priations will be made in the future, $21,-
300,000 was authorized. Though the 
total funds required to complete the 
project is estimated to be a little more 
than $36,000,000, the entire project was 
approved, but def erring a reservoir and 
a large measure of the navigation costs. 

DEGRAY DAM AND RESERVOIR 

The Congress ·provided this authoriza
tion $18,950,000 for DeGray multiple
purpose dam and reservoir on the Caddo 
River above Arkadelphia in Clark 
County. This is below Blakely Mountain 
by several miles and will provide an im
portant reservoir as part of this com
prehensive program. 

BA YOU BARTHOLOMEW 

For the Bayou Bartholomew project in 
Ashley County and Louisiana, there was 
authorized $1,520,000 which will give 
drainage to a highly important agricul
tural area. There were other smaller 
projects authorized adding to this ulti
mate program of flood control protec
tion. Though the Murfreesboro Reser
voir was approved, the $2,500,000 re
quired was deferred pending the devel
cp~ng of these other projects . first. 

NINE-FOOT CHA::NEL 

There ls at present a 6%-foot naviga
tion channel on the Ouachita River up as 
far as Camden, Ark. Funds in this ap
propriation are being made available to 
continue the necessary dredging which 
was started from funds made available 
during this fiscal year to make this a 
6 % foot channel all the year. 

The Congress authorizing a 9-foot 
channel by lengthening the existing 
locks to 525 feet and deepening them to 
accommodate 9-foot draft navigation, 
providing for channel realinement, cut
offs, and so forth, will add to the eco
nomic benefits of the area and provide 
navigation outlet to the Gulf of Mexico. 
Though there will be much time re
quired, in fact, it will be years complet
ing this program, we feel substantial 
progress has been made and this entire 
project well under way from which not 
only the people in the area but the Gov
ernment will start receiving benefits and 
returns from the investment. 

BAYOU MACON-TENSAS RIVER 

A few years ago the people of south
east Arkansas were constantly flooded 
by what was then known as the fuse-plug 
in the levee on the west bank of the 
Mississippi. After long and careful con
sideration, the Congress closed the fuse
plug and provided levee protection on 
this side of the river as it had previously 
provided on the east side. It was 
thought that this would provide needed 
protection for this area in Chicot, Desha 
and other counties. 

Many drainage districts had been con
structed by local interests. It developed 
that the drainage was not adequate and 
the Congress authorized in the act -of 
1946, the Bayou Macon and Tensas 
drainage program, extending this pro
gram up from the confluence of these 
rivers in Louisiana. 

For 3 years, we have been working to
ward obtaining sufficient appropriations 
to carry out this authorization to pro
vide this needed relief. 

The entire project is a large one, cov
ering an area of 3,000,000 acres. There 
are some 750 miles of streams to be en
larged and improved, all at an estimated 
cost of more than $20,000,000. 

Thus far during the last 2 years the 
Congress has appropriated $4,235,000; 
all of this, and necessarily so, must go to 
the lower end of the project in Louisiana 
and as the project progresses upstream, 
it will provide relief for the Arkansas part 
of the project. 

To my consternation and great dismay, 
there is only $725,000 in this bill to carry 
forward this program. I understand 
this was the amount the ·engineers rec
ommended within ceiling of the budget. 
This will bring the work up to the junc
tion of Bayou Lafourche and Tensas 
River. As I understand, this will com
plete the lower outlet and then the work 
will proceed with greater expedition as 
the funds are made available. 
. In that the lower end will be opened up, 
it will be my intention to insist that the 
Army engineers utilize a greater portion 
of the funds we appropriate each year 
for the lower Mississippi area, of which 
this is a part, in order that this drainage 

program may proceed .at a much faster 
rate. 

RED RIVER LEVEES-BANK STABILIZATION 

Finally, Mr. Chairman, in this appro
priation bill, $500,000 is provided for 
levees and bank stabilization below Den
ison Dam on Red River in Arlrnnsas. 
Texas, and Louisiana. The Red River 
levee and bank stabilization program is a 
highly important one to our area and 
well under way. Over two and one-half 
million C:ollars has been appropriated 
and utilized for bank stabilization, levee 
and bayou program. With this, the total 
project would be a little less than half 
completed. The committee has been 
very considerate in providing these funds 
as indicated could be used in carrying 
forward this program. The people in 
Hempstead and Lafayette Counties in my 
district, in Miller County, and the entire 
southwestern part of our State are anx
iously awaiting the completion of this 
program, which will give protection to a 
fine and prosperous agricultural area. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, the 
distinguished gentleman from Arkansas 
has been very, very interested in this 
project. He has spoken to me on ever 
so many occasions and I know lie has 
spoken to the distinguished gentleman 
from North Carolina, Judge Kerr, about 
it on several occasions and as a result 
the judge and I have had several con
ferences about the project. Both the 
Army engineers and the budget regard 
this project as a new project. It is un
budgeted. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RABAUT. I yield. 
Mr. HARRIS. I should like to say 

personally I talked to the engineers and 
they do not regard it as a new project. 
Uiat is what they told me, everi though 
the budget marked it out when it was 
sent here. The Army engineers made a 
request for it to the budget and the bud
get sent to the Congress a reduced 
amount from what was requested by the 
Army engineers, and the . committee it
self has reduced that amount by about 
$250,000. 

Mr. RABAUT. May I say to my dis
tinguished friend, a member of our staff 
has had a contact with the budget on 
this part:.cular project and the informa
tion brought back to us is that they do 
regard it as a new project. Now: that 
is the information which we received, 
and it resulted really from the great 
work that the gentleman placed upon 
me with his continual questioning of 
me as to how it was going to be handled. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Chairman, I ap
preciate the courtesy of the members of 
the committee and I do want to apolo
gize for bothering them about this. But 
I do feel the Government, even though 
it is <'.!, small project, has a responsibility 
for what it did during the war. The 
Army engineers advised me they do not 
consider it a new project. It is part 
of the whole area. 

If this could be worked out without 
increasing the amount of funds to be 
used for this purpose it would be very 
helpful if the gentleman and his col
league on the committee would help me 
to work it out. 
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Mr. RABAUT. · I can say for myself 
that I have every confidence in the abil
ity of the Army engineers to select pro
jects. If they see fit to cooperate with 
the gentleman, certainly there will be 
no complaint coming from me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

The proforma amendment was with
drawn. 

The Clerk concluded the reading of 
the chapter. 

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, I move 
that the Committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the Committee rose; and 

Mr. McCORMACK having assumed the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. 
CooPER, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the State of the 
Union, reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill 
H. R. 7786, had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED 

Mr. VELDE <at the request of Mr. 
WIGGLESWORTH) was given permission to 
address the House on tomorrow for 30 
minutes, following the legislative pro
gram and any other special orders here
tofore entered. 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

Mr. ALLEN of California asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 15 minutes today at the con
clusion of the legislative program and 
any special orders heretofore entered. 

Mr. CANFIELD· aslrnd and was · given 
permission to address the House for 10 
minutes today fallowing the legislative 
program and any special orders hereto
fore entered. 

Mr. CHUDOFF <at the request of Mr. 
MANSFIELD) was given permission to ad
dress the House for 30 minutes on to
morrov.1, following the legislative pro
gram and any special orders heretofore 
entered. 

HOUR OF MEETING TOMORROW 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the House 
adjourns today it adjourn to meet at 11 
o'clock a. m. tomorrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
man from Montana? 

There was no objection. 
COMMITTEE ON RULES 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Committee 
on Rules may have until midnight to
night to file a report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
man from Montana? 

There was no objectipn. 
COMPETITION FROM CZECHOSLOVAKIAN 

FOOTWEAR 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, in lieu of the special order that 
I have for tonight, I ask unanimous con
sent to address the House for one-half 
minute, to revise and extend my remarks, 
and include a letter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
woman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Speaker, the New England Shoe and 
Leather Association have written me that 
an investigation.being made by the Com
missioner of Customs and the fact that 
the Commissioner has also ordered a sub
stantial increase in the bonds required 
of importers of Czechoslovakian shoes is 
already having a beneficial effect for the 
New England shoe industry. 

The letter from Mr. Maxwell Field, ex
ecutive vice president of the New Eng
land Shoe and Leather Association reads 
as follows: 

NEW ENGLAND SHOE AND 
LEATHER ASSOCIATION, 

Boston, Mass., May 4, 1950. 
Hon. EDITH NOURSE ROGERS, 

House Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR MRS. ROGERS: We are happy to advise 
that the Commissioner of Customs has or
dered an investigation, requested by our 
Association, of. current imports of Czecho
slovakian-made women's shoes. This inves
tigation will determine whether these shoes 
are being sold in violation of the Antidump
ing Act of 1921, as claimed by our association. 

The Commissioner has also ordered a sub
stantial increase in the bonds which the 
importer ts required to post on all such 
future imports. In the opinion of many 
members of our association, this require
ment of additional bonds will go far to 
deter further imports of these shoes from 
Czechoslovakia. 

Your personal assistance in communicat
ing with both the Treasury and State Depart
ments on this vital matter was most helpful 
in securing such favorable and prompt action 
by. the Commissioner of Customs. Our asso
ciation members are deeply appreciative of 
your cooperation and support. 

With kindest personal regards, 
Sinc.erely yours, 

MAXWELL FIELD, 
Executive Vice President. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ·under 
previous order of th~ House, the gentle
man from Michigan [Mr. DONDERO] is 
recognized for 15 minutes. 

ADMINISTRATION ENCOURAGES 
COMMUNISM 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, I was 
not present at the recent dinners ad
dressed by the President and Secretary of 
State Dean Acheson. Therefore I did not 
hear their statements about the charges 
made by Senator McCARTHY concerniilg 
Reds in the State Department. . These 
charges are currently being aired before 
a Senate investigating committee. 

I did read the newspaper accounts of 
the speeches made by the President and 
the Secretary of State. They both con
stituted blanket denials of Communist 
infiltration in the State Department and 
other departments of the Government. 
The denials were unsupported by any
thing more than demagogic intimations 
that, if any criminality exists, it must be 
on the part of Senator McCARTHY. 

This, it was said, because he is seek
ing to destroy the confidence of the· 
American people in our Government and 
its foreign office at a time of international 
emergency. 

It should be apparent to anyone that 
Senator McCARTHY; far from seeking to 
destroy any confidence, is seeking to cor
rect a scandalous situation which has al
ready destroyed the confidence of many 
Americans; not in our Government but 
in those who are now in control of the 
Government, including the Department 
of State. 

Senator McCARTHY is seeking in the 
only way possible to restore that confi
dence in any degree. That only way is 
to clean out of our Government the 
Reds and fell ow travelers for whom the 
New Deal and Fair Deal administrations 
alone are responsible. 

I know something personally whereof 
I speak. It may be recalled that it was 
only at my insistence that you have con
tinued to hear about the notorious Amer
asia case. 

By this time many of you must know 
how frantically the administration and 
the State Department fought to protect 
six persons arrested by the Federal 
Burealt" of Investigation on charges of 
stealing hundreds of documents, many 
of . them top secret, involving national 
security, from the State, War, and Navy 
Departments. You may recall that the 
handling of this case shocked even sup
porters of the administration. 

In that case, the remarkable efforts of 
the FBI were deliberately and wantonly 
nullified. Through the connivance of 
leading officials of the Justice and State 
Departments, in the Amerasia case, trai
tors within our Government were given 
protection and absolution. 

In his speech, before the Federal Bar 
Association, the President suggested that 
Communists are a small minority in the 
United States, harmless though noisy. 
He suggested that our only real danger 
from communism comes from outside. 
He asserted that no Communists are now 
working for the Government; or working, 
rather, for the Kremlin within the Amer
ican Government. He asserted also that 
his loyalty-screening program is com
pletely successful. 

If these statements by the President 
are true, then how did it happen that 
this harmless Communist minority, 
through one of its cells in our Govern
ment, stole hundreds of documents from 
the State, War, and Navy Departments? 
They did so; no one can deny it. It has 
been proved in a Federal court that they 
did so. How does it happen, too, that 
members of another Communist cell in 
our Government stole the secrets of the 
atom bomb and gave them to the masters 
of the Kremlin? 

If the President's loyalty-screening . 
program is so successful, how is it that 
G~orge Shaw Wheeler thrice was cleared 
by Government loyalty boards? All of 
you must know that only a few weeks 
ago Wheeler sought refuge in Czecho
slovakia, behind the iron curtain, say
ing that he did so in order to escape the 
gestapo methods of the American occu
pation government in eastern Germany. 
During the years when Wheeler was a 
trusted, policy-making official of the oc
~upation government, in the employ of 
our own Defense Department, I stood on 
this fioor to protest, pointing out 
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Wheeler's record. His-conduct since then 
has amply confirmed and corroborated 
my charges, for which I was vilified by 
administration supporters at the time. 

The President declared that SemJ,tor 
McCARTHY was an asset of the Kremlin. 
If the Senator's effort to rid the Govern
ment of those who have infiltrated the 
Federal payroll to wreck the Nation is 
an asset to Russia, then how much 
greater asset is the President who has 
belittled the efforts of a congressional · 
committee doing the same, by calling it a 
red herring, and issuing an order deny
ing the right of the committee to ex
amine the files of Government employees 
suspected of disloyalty. 

Such statements and action by the 
President not only shielded and pro
tected those who would destroy our Gov
ernment but, consciously or uncon
sciously, actually encouraged them to 
greater efforts in their treasonable worl{, 
How the Kremlin must have laughed 
when it learned how the President of the 
United States was playing into its hands. 

Secretary of State Acheson told the 
American Society of Newspaper Editors 
that the attacks by Senator McCARTHY 
on the 3tate Department are a filthy 
business. He had the cheek to tell .the 
editors he stood before them to clear 
aw[ty some of the trash. Of course a 
cleanup such as Senator McCARTHY seeks 
is a filthy job. But where is the filth? 
In the United States Senate, or in the 
Department of State? 

John E. Peurifoy told the Senate in
vestigating committee that the Depart
ment has fired in recent months nearly 
a hundred moral perverts-bad security 
risks, all .of them, because of vulnerabil
ity to blackmail-and nearly 200 Com
munists or Communist sympathizers. 
Does this sound as if there is no dirty 
business in the State Department? If 
there is any trash to be cleared away, 
perhaps It consists of many who hold 
confidential jobs in the Department. 

Both the President and Dean Acheson 
made a great point in their speeches of 
the assertion that the State Department 
new employs no disloyal persons what
soever. It is to be supposed, then, that 
they are so naive as to believe that . 
espionage agents like Alger Hiss ever 
are found alone. Almost anybody would 
know better than that. No man can op
erate an espionage system alone. And 
now that I am on the subject of Alger 
Hiss, I would like to ask a question, one 
that perhaps has been asked here before. 
. Have the President and Secretary 

Acheson ever considered the deadly 
parallel between the Hiss case and tho~ J 

now before the Senate investigating 
committee? In all of these cases, the 
statute of limitations has run. Hiss 
would be a free man today, if he had 
not perjured himself in an attempt to 
preserve his career. Possibly Truman, 
Acheson and company have considered 
this parallel. Perhaps that is the reason 
for the present frenzied campaign o'f 
denials. 

Pending now before the Rules Com
mittee is my resolution which would au
thorize a bipartisan committee to reopen 
and thoroughly investigate the Amerasia 
case. Authorization of this committee, 

I believe, would mean that justice at long 
last would be meted out to those who 
seek the downfall of our Government. 
The proof of the President's sincerity 
would lie in the reopening of the Amer
asia case. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous order of the House, the gentle
man from California [Mr. HoLIFIELD] is 
recognized for 20 minutes. 
SPECIAL INTERESTS MAY 'VRECK HOOVE'R 

COMMISSION PROPOSALS 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Speaker, the 
people of this country, by and large, en
dorse the objectives of the Hoover Com-. 
mission. Not a day goes by but that some 
Member receives a letter from a con
stituent urging speedy action on the rec
ommendations proposed by that distin
guished group of public-spirited citizens 
who comprised the Commission on Or
ganization of the Executive Branch of 
the Government. Every individual 
knows from his own experience and con
tact with Government agencies that 
there is room for improvement in the 
working of Government. Every taxpayer 
rightly insists that he should get full 
value for his tax dollar. 

Efficiency and economy· have become 
watchwords of the American people. 
They recognize that to meet the difficult 
problems of the atomic age, our demo
cratic Government must be sound and 
strong and efficiently organiz·ed. 

The Hoover Commission set out with a 
mandate from Congress to study our 
complex Government machinery and to 
make recommendations for overhauling 
it. Agencies and functions were to be re
grouped by major purpose to reduce their 
number, to eliminate overlap and dupli
cation wherever possible; in short, to 
make the structure of Government more 
compact and coherent and more amena
ble to effective management by the Chief 
Executive. Within each department and 
agency, lines of authority and account
ability were to be clearly drawn, center
ing full authority and responsibility in 
the Executive head and allowing him to 
delegate to subordinates. Adequate staff 
assistance was to be provided ' and the 
management activities of Government 
improved and strengthened. 

These broad objectives were laudable, 
commanding support and approval, not 
only by the people, but by the Congress 
and the administration. The Congress 
established the legal framework for the 
exercise of Presidential initiative in 
Government reorganization by passing 
the Reorganization Act of 1949. Other 
vital reorganization bills were passed, 
holding forth the real promise of large 
savings. Prominent among these enact
ments were the military unification law 
and the law establishing the General 
Services Administration. As chairman 
of the Subcommittee on Executive and 
Legislative Reorganization, I have been 
privileged to take an active part in the 
legislative work on reorganization. 

The President, for his own part, 
promptly directed the departments and 
agencies of the executive branch to 
search out and put into operation every 
possible administrative improvement. 
He appointed an eminent committee of 
citizens to advise him on administrative 

management and to keep watch on re
organization progress in the executive 
branch. One series of reorganization 
plans was submitted to the Congress by 
the President last year and another se
ries is pending before us now. 

Experts in public administration say 
that we have accomplished more in the 
past year by way of Government reor
ganization than in any like period in all 
our history. Mr. Hoover himself, while 
pointing out that the job of Government 
reorganization cannot be done overnight, 
that it is a long-term process, has said 
recently that the progress made by this 
Congress and administration to date is 
"truly astonishing." President Truman 
est~.mated in his message accompanyir..g 
the 21 reorganization plans of 1950 that 
approval of these plans will bring us to 
the half-way mark in carrying out the 
Hoover C-:-mmission recommendations. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we are witnessing 
a most strange and peculiar event. The 
President's reorganization plans, sub
mitted in good faith and with serious 
regard for the objectives sought by the 
Hoover Commission, are being assailed 
from every quarter c"' the business com .. 
munity. One group opposes one plan; 
another group opposes another plan. 
The loud lip service for the Hoover Com
mission report in general has changed 
into loud lip noises against the Hoover 
Commission reports in particular. Many 
of those organizations who so dutifully 
went on record in support of the Hoover 
Commission report are now finding rea
sons-at least their Washington lobbyists 
and spokesmen are finding reasons-why 
one ot another of the President's reor
ganization plans should be opposed and 
rejected. 

The American Bankers' Association 
has undertaken a grass-roots campaign 
to work up opposition to Reorganization 
Plan No. 1. The organized bankers ·do 
not like this plan because they do not 
have faith in the administrative super
vision that Borne future Secretary of the 
Treasury might exercise over the omce of 
Comptroller of the Currency. I say 
"future Secretary" because, in this in
stance, Secretary of the Treasury Snyder 
shares the views of the banking com
munity. He has joined then in express
ing opposition to Reorganization Plan 
No. 1, ignoring the judgment of his own 
Chief Executive and the Director of the 
Budget. 

The patent lawyers of this country do 
not trust the Secretary of Commerce. 
They see in Reorganization Plan No. 5 
a device whereby the Secretary of Com
merce will award patents to his political 
friends and tear down the American 
free-enterprise system. 

The ship-owning interests would per
haps like to join in the hue and cry by 
opposing Reorganization Plan No. 21, 
transferring the Maritime Commission 
to the Department of Commerce. They 
have been less vocal, I dare say, because 
the quality of administration of ship sub.
sidies in the presently constituted Mari
time Commission is something less than 
is to be desired. 

Ex-Senator Joe Ball has articulated 
the views of those who do not trust the 
Attorn'3y General of. the United States. 
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His business letter, I am told, expresses 
opposition to Reorganization Plan No. 2 
because he sees in it a device whereby the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation will 
come too much under the thumb of the 
Attorney General. 

The United States Chamber of Com
merce and the National Association of 
Manufacturers are opposed to Reorgan
ization Plan No. 12 relating to the Na
tional Labor Relations Board, because 
they like the administrative absurdity 
created by the Taft-Hartley Act better 

· than they like good government. 
These and other assorted business and 

financial organizations are also opposed 
to Reorganization Plan No. 6 because 
they do not accept the Hoover Commis
sion recommendations that the Depart
ment of Labor should be resurrected and 
the Secretary of Labor given full author
ity to administer certain laws relating to 
labor. A Secretary of Labor, in their 
eyes, has less integrity and less con
scientiousness as a public servant than 
the secretary of some other department. 

I do not know where the big farm or
ganizations stand on Reorganization 
Plan No. 4, but it is safe to say that they 
do not greet with joyous acclaim the 
centering of full authority and responsi
bility over the Government's agricultural 
activities in the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Nor will the mining interests greet 
with joyous acclaim Reorganization 
Plan No. 3, which would make the Bu
reau of Mines, among other Interior 
units, wholly responsible to the Secretary 
of the Interior. Perhaps the same can 
be said for some of · the reclamation in
terests which have been backstopping 
the Bureau of Reclamation in its hardly 
concealed opposition to the proposed 
CVA which the Secretary of Interior has 
fully endorsed. 

I have been reliably informed, Mr. 
Speaker, that opposition has been ex
pressed by one group or another to 15 of 
the 21 reorganization plans submitted by 
the President and pending before the 
Congress. My latest count shows there 
are now 17 separate resolutions of dis
approval which have been formerly in
troduced in either the House or Senate 
on 14 of the 21 reorganization plans. 

I venture to say that more such reso
lutions of disapproval will be f orthcom
ing as the various interests in opposition 
become more vocal. It is the right and 
privilege of every Member to introduce 
such resolutions. I do not question the 
good faith of any Member who may take 
objection. Each case may have some 
merit from the standpoint of the group 
affected. The question I wish to raise 
is: Where will this process end, Mr. 
Speaker? If every particular group or 
private interest is to be satisfied by a 
resolution and by a vote of disapproval, 
the work of the Hoover Commission will 
go down the drain. The $2,000,000 spent 
by that Commission will have gone for 
nought. The grandiloquent sentiments 
of support for the Hoover Commission, 
which so many business organizations 
were quick to make, will turn out to be 
the hollow voices of hypocrisy. 

A citizens' committee has been estab· 
llshed for some time to educate the pub
lic on the findings of the Hoover Com-

mission and to mobilize support for the 
Commission's recommendations. Many 
solid and respectable businessmen are to 
be found among the sponsors of the citi
zens' committee. They have contrib
uted money to the organization. They 
have spread the gospel of the Hoover 
Commission far and wide. But now in 
many cases, they find their own business 
interests opposed to reorganization. 
Perhaps that explains the fact that the 
citizens' committee has been less than a 
bold advocate of the President's reor-
ganization plans. · 

As these plans come before our Com
mittee on Expenditures, and hearings are 
held on the resolutions of disapproval, 
we try to hear all views, despite the 
limited time allowed under the Reorgani
zation Act. Oftentimes, the points ad
vanced by opponents of a plan are 
sincerely made and worthy of serious 
consideration. Nevertheless, I must say 
that it is amusing and almost pathetic 
to note some of the arguments which are 
being used to justify opposition to these 
basic recommendations of the Hoover 
Commission. The twinge of conscience 
is readily apparent, Mr. Speaker. Of 
course, they support the Hoover Com
mission-but. 

Some accuse the . President of bad 
faith, as did a spokesman for the United 
States Chamber of Commerce, when he 
told our Committee on Expenditures that 
Reorganization Plan No. 12 was a device 
to "get Denham," general counsel of the 
National Labor Relations Board. 

Some profess to be doubtful of the le
gality of a proposed reorganization, and 
as creators of the doubt, urge against the 

· acceptance of a measure of doubtful le
gality. 

Eagerly .they search the four corners of 
the Hoover Commission reports, the re
ports of the task forces, the staff memo
randa, to find some phrase, some shade 
of meaning, some equivocation that will 
give a breath of support to their views. 

Some deny that economy ·or efficiency 
will result from the proposed reorgani
zation, and· cover their retreat by stout
ly maintaining that even economy or ef
ficiency are too high in price to pay for 
the immeasurable harm that allegedly 
will be done by the particular reorgani
zation. 

Where the Hoover Commission made a 
recommendation covering all analogous 
departments or agencies, arguments now 
are put forth to the effect that this or 
that agency should be exempt, either be
cause it is so different from the rest or 
because the Hoover Commission did not 
single it out for special mention when 
the general recommendation was made. 

Behind these and similar arguments 
lies a simple and understandable desire 
by many of the special groups concerned 
to let well enough alone, to oppose any 
change in organization lest an entrenched 
interest or a favored position be dis
turbed in relationships carefully built up 
With the agencies of Government. 

More than that, Mr. Speaker, I detect 
frequently behind these arguments of op
position, a lack of faith in the basic 
principles of Government organization 
which the Hoover Commission so clear· 
i, and repeatedly advocated. The Com-

mission went ahead of the assumption 
that democratic government must be 
based on trust, not on mistrust. The 
Commission believed that the placement 
of full authority in the executive heads 
of regrouped departments and agencies 
was good, not bad, because accountabili
ty goes with authority. We cannot hold 
a public administrative official fully re
sponsible unless we give him the neces
sary and complete authority to do his 
job. 

The opponents of these reorganization 
plans too often take the opposite view. 
It seems almost as if they cultivate con
flict and diffusion of respcnsibility in ad
ministration because they do not really 
approve of the law designed to carry out 
a given public policy. Where they can
not succeed in getting the law rescinded 
or modified, they seem determined to 
prevent its proper execution. 

It frequently happens that private in
terests affected by a law build up an ad
vantageous relationshiP-advantageous 
to them-with the public agency or com
mission that administers the law. The 
organized bankers of this country quite 
frankly regard the Comptroller of the 
Currency as their sponsor in Washing
ton, D. C. To cite another example, the 
Interstate Commerce Commission is re
garded by some as overfriendly to the 
railroads. I would suppose that these 
agencies were created to protect the pub
lic interest rather than to act as the 
sponsor or guardian of some private in-
terest. · 

Naturally, these groups that enjoy a 
favored position are reluctant to have 
any change, any reorganization that 
might jeopardize their position. 

This leads me to observe that if we are 
sincere about our concern for the objec
tives of the Hoover Commission, if we are 
going to get the job of reorganization 
completed, we must hold high the con
cept of the public interest-high above 
the clamor of private interests opposed 
to specific reorganization plans. We 
must protect the main body of the Hoo
ver Commission recommendations from 
being torn to shreds as if it were a car
cass surrounded by snarling jackals. 

Let me emphasize, as I have done be
fore, that we are not committed to adopt 
each and every proposal made by the 
Hoover Commission. Each of these 300 
or more recommendations is to be con
sidered upon its merits. Sincere per
sons may differ about the worth and de
sirability of a particular reorganization 
proposal. There is no uniquely correct 
answer to every problem of governmental 
organization. 

My remarks. are not a brief for the 
Hoover Commission proposals in their 
entirety. Instead I plead for preserva
tion of those basic principles which guid
ed the Commission's work. To preserve 
those basic principles, we cannot allow 
ourselves to say that the Secretary of 
Commerce or the Secretary of Labor or 
some other department or agency head 
is not to be trusted with full authority 
over the affairs of his department or 
agency. We cannot justifiably oppose 
the reorganization plans of the President 
which are designed to establish the or
ganization framework for good ad-
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ministration throughout the executive 
branch. 

Let us have these considerations in 
mind when we come to pass judgment in 
this House on those reorganization plans. 
Let us have an anxious regard for the 
public interest which must be served 
above all else. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous order of the House, the gentle
man from California [Mr. ALLEN] is rec
ognized for 10 minutes. 

MERCHANT MARINE OPERATING 
SUBSIDIES 

Mr. ALLEN of Calif omia. Mr. Speak
er, the debates on Friday, May 5, 1950, 
with respect to the revision of the pro
vision in the appropriations for the Mar
i~ime Commission which imposed a limit 
on the granting of operating subsidies 
and discussions with several of my col
leagues in the House lead me to believe 
that it would be appropriate to amplify 
the record in several particulars. 

I wish at the outset to express my 
appreciation to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. THOMAS] and to the mem
bers of his subcommittee for their un
derstanding and patience in the many 
conversations which led to the revision 
of the provision referred to. 

The following facts may be of some 
interest to the Members of the House. 
. There are presently 13 subsidized lines. 
These lines held contracts, commitments, 
authorizations, or obligations from the 
Maritime Commission on January 1, 
1950, covering the operation of 243 pri
vately owned vessels and 11 chartered 
vessels, 4 of which were of the freighter 
category. It appears that the four char
tered freighter vessels will not continue 
under charter after July 1 of this year, 
although the passenger vessels probably 
will continue. The total number of ves
sels covered by existing subsidy con
tracts, authorizations, commitments, and 
so forth , as of January 1, 1950, is there
fore 254. After adjustment to reflect 
the elimination of the chartered freight
ers, it is 250. 

On J anuary 1, 1950, there were six ves
sels under construction or contracts for 
construction by three companies. Three 
of these vessels are for the American 
President Lines, two for the American 
Expor t Lines and one for the United 
States Lines. I understand that only 
four of the six vessels are likely to be 
delivered during fiscal year 1951. 

On January 1, 1950, there were ap
plications for subsidy under consider
ation for 25 vessels. These applications 
have been filed by Arnold Bernstein 
Steamship Corp., South Atlantic Steam
ship Co., Gulf & South American Steam
ship Co., Pacific Far East Line, and Pa
cific Transport Lines. However, the 25 
vessels covered by these applications in
clude two major reconversions which 
may not be completed d_uring fiscal yea1· 
1951. The two reconversions are passen
ger ships for the Arnold Bernstein 
Steamship Corp. 

The minimum number of vessels re
quired to take care of the vessels · out
lined in the preceding three paragraphs 
would be 277 after eliminating vessels 
that may not require subsidy in fiscal 
yea.r 1951, either because of · redelivery 

of chartered vessels, reconversion, or 
delay in delivery of vessels under con
struction. The maximum number of 
vessels that could be covered by the three 
preceding paragraphs would be 285. 

The amendment adopted by the Com
mit tee of the Whole on May 5 permits 
the Maritime Commission to award oper
ating-differential subsidies covering the 
full number of vessels in all three cate
gories above outlined-namely, 285. It 
accomplishes this objective by fixing a 
ceiling on the number of vessels equal 
to the cumulat ive total of the vessels 
outlined in the three paragraphs before 
ref erred to. Assuming that the existing 
subsidized lines operate 250 subsidized 
vessels in fiscal year 1951, the Commis
sion may subsidize 35 more vessels. 

On January 1, 1950, there were about 
600 American-flag vessels, excluding 
tankers, operating in the foreign trade . . 
The 600 vessels in actual operation on 
that date represent a substantial reduc
tion from the number previously operat
ing, which exceeded 800 vessels during 
the fiscal year 1950. Moreover, the en
tire American-flag fleet carried substan
t ially less than 50 percent of the cargo 
in the foreign trade in fiscal year 1950. 
The downward trend has been truly 
alarming. The effect of the appropria
tion bill would be to limit subsidies to a 
maximum of 285 of these 600 vessels. 
Therefore over 50 percent of the Amer
ican-flag vessels engaged in the foreign 
trade will thus be precluded from re
ceiving subsidy aid during fiscal year 
1951. 

Because of tht:: growth of the foreign
flag merchant marine and the ability 
of foreign-flag vessels to operate at low
er rate levels due primarily to lower 
wage costs than American-flag vessels, 
it has now become apparent that un
subsidized American-flag vessels are 
likely to be driven from the foreign 
trade except to the extent that they are 
embraced within the subsidy program. 
As a result, we are faced with the seri
ous threat that the American-flag fleet 
in the foreign trade will be cut in half
from 600 to less than 300 vessels. This 
would be a condition adverse to the 
United States, its national defense, the 
national economy, and the foreign 
trade. 

The purpose of an operating differen
tial subsidy is to place the American 
shipowner in a position to compete with 
his foreign competitors in world trade 
without being at a substantial disadvan
tage with regard to wages and subsist
ence of officers and crews, repairs, and 
other items with regard to which Ameri
cans are at a substantial disadvantage fo 
foreign competition. The payment of 
shipping subsidies never guarantees a 
profit to the operator. The operating 
subsidy is the only subsidy paid by the 
Government to any industry that is sub
ject to repayment by the receiver. · The 
operator must repay to the United 
States one-half of any profit in excess 
of 10 percent per annum upon the op.: 
erator's capital investment necessarily 
employed in the operation of the sub
sidized vessels. During the 11 years from 
1938.to December 31, 1948, inclusive, the 
total operating differential subsidy pay-

ments to all the lines were approximate
ly $87,953,000. The amount of such sub
sidy repaid or repayable to the Govern
ment as recapture was approximately 
$52,438,000. The net subsidy for the 11-
year period was, therefore, approximate
ly $35,515,000. 

The seriousness of the situation with 
which we are confronted cannot be ex
aggerated. We are faced with a drastic 
reduction in the size and scope of our 
American merchant marine. We are 
confronted with the threat of reducing 
the participation of the American-flag 
merchant marine in the foreign trade 
to less than 2'5 percent, as contrasted 
with our objective of 50-percent partici
pation. What this means in terms of 
idle vessels, less employment, impaired 
usefulness of the merchant marine as a 
naval auxiliary, loss of revenue to repair 
yards, stevedores, port authorities, and 
other business dependent upon patronage 
of American-flag vessels, as well as ship
ping interests dependent upon regular 
American-flag service is too obvious to 
need elaboration. The situation calls for 
action which will make it clear that the 
United States Government does not in
tend to abandon the seas to foreign-flag 
operators. 

This matter is of particular concern 
to California and the area which I 
represent. On the west coast there is 
a substantial unemployment problem in
sofar as seamen, longshoremen, and other 
workers dependent. on maritime employ
ment are concerned. Any development 
which threatens a further reduction in 
employment of seamen, longshoremen, 
shipyard workers, and similar employees 
represents a serious danger to the econ
omy of my area. It threatens the exist
ence of the going organizations and the 
nucleus of skills which are required in 
times of emergencies to build, operate, 
and repair our ships, organizations and 
skills which we have desperately needed 
and found woefully inadequate in many 
of our seaports in the two great emer
gencies of the past few years. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous order of the House, the gentle
man from New Jersey [Mr. CANFIELD] is .. 
recognized· for 10 minutes. 

FREEDOM FAIR 

. Mr. CANFIELD. Mr. Speaker, earlier. 
m the day the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. JACOBS] mentioned the Freedom 
Fair, whereupon the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. RABAUT] said that talk 
about the Fredom Fair is like talking 
about Europe and he added, "What we 
are talking about here today is Uncle 
Sam's pocketbook." 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to say just a word 
about the Freedom Fair and Uncle Sam's 
pocketbook. 

I hold in my hand a clipping from the 
Washington Evening Star of last Friday 
captioned "Truman rejects plan to set 
up corporation for Freedom Fair" with a 
subheading "McGrath calls proposal of 
doubtful authorit.y, urges Congress 
action." 

I read the first two paragraphs of that 
article: · 

The White House today rejected a proposal 
by the National Capit al Sesquicentennial 
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Commission to set up a nonprofit corpora
tion to direct the business affairs connected 
with the operation of the Freedom Fair next 
year. 

An opinion from Attorney General Mc
Grath which went to the Commission from 
President Truman said that the plan was of 
doubtful legalit y and suggested that the 
Commission should seek specific authority 
from the Congress if it desires to proceed 
with its plan. 

On Saturday last the Washington 
Evening Star ran another story cap
tioned "Sesqui Commission studies de
cision on Freedom Fair," a story written 
with the byline William A. Millen. I 
read two paragraphs from that story: 

The National Capital Sesquicentennial 
Commission, now at the crossroads, will have 
to decide whether to hold a Freedom Fair or 
concentrate on a series of special events. 

Mr. Massmann, the Commission's general 
manager, believes that if Freedom Fair ls 
not held, about $2,000,000, set aside for that 
purpose, will have to be returned to the 
Federal Treasury. 

Mr. Speaker, I have had sent to me 
copies of the minutes of the meeting of 
the Sesquicentennial Commission of 
.March 15, 1950. There was a discussion 
at that meeting regarding a letter dated 
March 7, 1950, directed to the President 
regarding three problems facing the 
Commission. 

These three problems being first, the 
necessity of finding a site; second, the 
necessity for a ruling as to whether or 
not the Commission can grant authority 
to a nonprofit corporation; and third, 
the need for a survey to determine the 
interest of industry in participation. 

I quote from the minutes: 
The letter dated March 7, 1950, states in 

effect that if an adequate site is available, 
and if we have the authority to create a non
profit co'rporation, it is the recommendation 
of the executive committee that a survey 
of industry be undertaken for a period not 
to exceed 4 months and that our liability for 
such a survey shall not exceed $150,000 if 
we do not proceed with Freedom Fair. After 
full discussion of the problems involved 
and with the clear understanding that 
further action with regard . to Freedom Fair 

• must await a favorable ruling from the At
torney General, there was a motion by Mr. 
(Joseph C.) McGarraghy that the report and 
recommendations of the executive commit
t ee be approved. 

This was seconded by Commissioner 
John Russell Young and the motion was 
unanimously carried. 

I read further from the March 15 
minutes: 

Mr. :Barron-

Meaning Mr. Carter T. Barron, Ex
ecutive Vice President of the Commis
sion-
voiced the opinion of those present when he 
stated that we owe it to Congress and our
selves to take .steps and proceed with Free
dom Fair or to abandon it. 

Mr. Bastian-

That is Mr. Walter M. Bastian, gen
eral counsel of the Commission-
satd he thought a ruling from the Attorney 
General might be forthcoming in about & 
week. It was agreed that if the ruling of 
the A~torney General is negative, we must 
announce the abandonment of Freedom Fair. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in view of this ac
tion by the Commission and the recent 
ruling of the Attorney General of the 
United States, I propose to the distin
guished gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CANNON], chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, that he have the appro
priate subcommittee hold immediate 
hearings to ascertain whether the $2,-
000,000 said to be unexpended can now 
be returned to the Federal Treasury in 
the interest of all of the taxpayers of the 
United States. Our committee should 
call in the executive officials of the Com
mission before we complete action on 
the omnibus appropriation bill. , It can 
be done; it should be done tomorrow. 

GENERAL LEAVE TO PRINT 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Speaker, at the 
request of the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. RABAUT] I ask unanimous consent 
that all Members who spoke on chapter 
IX, civil functions, general appropriation 
bill, 1951, today, may have five legislative 
days in which to revise and extend their 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Montana? 

There was no objection. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. RICH (at the request of Mr. TABER) 
was granted permission to extend his re
marks. 

Mr. HAND (at the request of Mr. 
TABER) was granted permission to ex
tend his remarks and include an edi
torial. 

Mr. D'EWART (at the request of Mr. 
WIGGLESWORTH) was granted permission 
to extend his remarks. 

Mr. CHESNEY asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and 
include an article from the Chicago Sun
Times. 

Mr. O'SULLIVAN asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in three 
separate instances and attach to each 
extraneous matter. 

Mr. DURHAM asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and in
clude an address by Dr. R. L. Meiling, 
Director of Medical Services under the 
Secretary of Defense; and also an ad
dress by Admiral William H. P. Blandy. 

Mr. DOYLE asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks and in
clude therein certain material f ram a 
high-school student body in California, 
notwithstanding that it exceeds two 
pages and is estimated by the Public 
Printer to cost $451. 

Mr. JONAS asked and was given ·per
mission to extend his remarks and in
clude an editorial from the Chicago Daily. 
News of May 5, 1950, and two editorials 
from the Chicago Tribune of the same 
date. 

Mr. JENISON asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and in
clude extraneous matter. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent leave of absence 
was granted as follows: 
. To Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL, for an 
indefinite period, on account of illness 
in family, 

To Mr. McCONNELL <at the request of 
Mr. GAVIN), on account of illness. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. MANSFIED. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
<at 6 o'clock and 13 minutes p. m.) the 
House, under its previous order, ad
journed until tomorrow, Tuesday, May 9, 
1950, at 11 o'clock a. m. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

1434 . . Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, a 
letter from the Archivist of the United 
States, transmitting a report on records 
proposed for disposal and lists or sched
ules covering records proposed for dis
posal by certain Government agencies, 
was taken from the Speaker's table and 
referred to the Committee on House Ad
ministration. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule xm, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows : 

Mr. ASPINALL: Committee on Public 
Lands. H. R. 7339 . A bill to abolish the 
Holy Cross National Monument in the State 
of Colorado, and to provide for the adminia
tration of the lands contained therein as a. 
part of the national forest within which such 
national monument is situated, and for other 
purposes; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2019). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of' the Union. 

Mr. SABATH: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 593. Resolution for the waiving 
of points of order against chapter XI of H. R. 
7786, a bill making appropriations for the 
support of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1951, and providing further 
for the waiving of points of order against 
an amendment to chapter XI, and for other 
purpo.ses; witliout amendment (Rept. No. 
2021). Referred to the House Calendar. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: . 

Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judiciary. 
Senate Concurrent Resolution 78. Concur
rent resolution favoring the suspension of 
deportation of certain aliens; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2020). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally ref erred as follows: 

By Mr. BURDICK: 
H. R. 8411. A bill to provide for certain per 

capita payments to members of the Three 
Affiliated Tribes of the Fort Berthold Reser
vation, N. Dak.; to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. SANBORN: 
H. R. 8412. A b1ll to authorize the con

struction of certain irrigation and power 
projects in the Snake River Basin, Idaho, 
Wyo., and Oreg., and the Crooked River, 
Oreg., to establish a Snake River Basin ac-
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count, and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. BECKWORTH: 
H . R. 8413. A bill to amend the Civil Aero

nautics Act of 1938, as amended; to the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: 
H. R. 8414. A bill to authorize credits to 

certain public agencies of the United States 
for costs of construction and operation and 
m aintenance of flood-protective levee sys
tems along or adjacent to the lower Colorad.o 
River, and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. CELLER: 
H. R. 8415. A bill to extend and improve 

the unemployment-compensation program, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOLLING: 
H. R. 8416. A bill to amend Public Law 152, 

Eighty-first Congress, approved June 30, 1949; 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Executive Departments. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: 
H. R. 8417. A bill to amend part II of the 

Interstate Commerce Act with respect to the 
regulation of motor carriers engaged in com
merce to and from the Territories and pos
sessions of the United States; to the Commit
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr, HORAN: 
H. R. 8418. A blll to authoriz.e loans to 

make available in any area or region credit 
formerly made available in such area or re
gion by the Regional Agricultural Credit Cor
poration; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GOODWIN: 
H . R. 8419. A bill to amend title 28 of the 

United States Code to provide additional 
time for bringing suit against the United 
States in the case of certain tort cla ims, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEMKE: · 
H. R. 8420. A bill to provide for the rec~m

struction and repair of roads, bridges, or 
street s in the States of North Dakot a and 
Minnesota which were destroyed or damaged· 
by floods in the spring of 1950; to the Com
mittee on Public Works. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 
H . Res. 591. Resolution for the relief of 

Mrs. Rose Margaret Torrance; to the Com
mittee on House Administration. 

By Mr. VINSON: 
H. Res. 592. Resolution providing for the 

consideration of H. R. 6826, a bill to extend 
the Selective Service Act of 1948; to the Com
mittee on Rules. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLYTIONS 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally ref erred as follows: 

By Mr. BLATNIK: 
H. R. 8421. A bill for the relief of Bartula 

Posidel, Jordan Gic, Louis Bercari, Liberat 
Belulovic, Ivan Zgaljierdic, and Josip Peras; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BYRNE of New York: 
H. R. 8422. A bill for the relief of Carmen

clata van Plettenberg; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KEE: 
H. :R. 8423. A b111 for the relief of Yuriko 

Mizumoto; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. LATHAM: 
H . R. 8424. A bill for the relief of Kenneth 

R. Kleinman; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. McDONOUGH: 
H. R. 8425. A bill for the relief of Hiroighi 

Hamasaki and Shizu Hamasaki; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. r IILLER of California: . 
H. R. 8426. A bill for the relief of SP,izuko 

Yabe; to the Committee on the Judiciar!· · 

Bv Mr. NICHOLSON: 
H. R. B427. A bill for the relief of Dr. Chia 

Len Lui; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
and referred as follows: 

2110. By Mr. HALE: Petition of the Port
land (Maine) Central Labor Union, opposing 
the redu0tion in mail service as ordered by 
the Postmaster General; to the Committee 
on Post Office and Civil Service. 

2111. By Mr. POLK: Petition of the Council 
of the Village of Hillsboro, Ohio, signed by 
Karl Doebele, Mayor, Charles L. Barger, Presi
dent of Council, and W. J. Ludwick, Clerk, 
petitioning CongreE:s to amend H. R. 6000; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

2112. By Mr. RICH: Resolution of the 
Bu.siLess and Professional Women's Club of 
Galeton, Pa., against any form of compul
sory health insurance or any system of 
political medicine designed for national 
bureaucratic con trol; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

SENATE 
TUESDAY, MAY 9, 1950 

<Legislative day of Wednesday, March 
29, 1950) 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, 
on the expiration of the recess. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown 
Harris, D. D., offered the fallowing 
prayer: 

Eternal Spirit, bowing our heads and 
our hearts at this noontide altar, we 
would be still and know that Thou art 
God. When so many hopes are dashed 
to the ground, so many dreams shattered, 
help us"'to rest our minds in Thee and in 
the strength of those everlasting values 
which nothing can destroy. 

Grant us sweet reasonableness in all 
our dealings with our fell ow men and 
with each other. Make us large-hearted 
in helping and generous in criticizing. 
Keep us from unkind words and from un
kind silences; yet sure and strong in the 
faith that is in us wherever we are called 
to stand in this epic hour may we strike 
our blow for the truth of God and the 
freedom of man. In the dear Redeemer's 
name. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

On request of Mr. LUCAS, and by unan
imous consent, the reading of the Journal 
of the proceedings of Monday, May 8, 
1950, was dispensed with. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages in writing from the President 
of the United States were communicated 
to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his 
secretaries. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Repre
sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, one of its read
ing clerks, announced that the House had 
disagreed to the amendments of the Sen
ate to the bill (H. R. 7797) to provide for
eign economic assistance; agreed to the 
conference asked by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses 

thereon, and that Mr. KEE, Mr. RICHARDS, 
Mr. GORDON, Mr. VORYS, and Mrs. BOLTON 
of Ohio were appointed managers on the 
part of the House at the conference. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

On request of Mr. SALTONSTALL, and by 
unanimous conserit, Mr. FLANDERS was 
excused from attendance on the session 
of the Senate today. 
COMMITTEE MEETINGS DURING SENATE 

SESSION 

On request of Mr. LucAs, the Commit
tee on Flnance and a subcommittee of 
the Committee on Labor and Public Wel. 
fare were authorized to meet this after
noon during the session of the Senate. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. LUCAS. I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secre
tary will call the roll. 

The roll was called, and the following 
Senators answered to their names: 
Aiken 
Anderson 
Benton 
Brewster 
Bricker 
Bridges 
Butler 
Cain 
Chapman 
Chavez 
Connally 
Cordon 
Donnell 
Douglas 
Dworshak 
Ecton 
Ellender 
Ferguson 
Frear 
Fulbright 
George 
Gillette 
Green 
Gurney 
Hayden 
Hendrickson 

Hill 
Hoey 
Holland 
Humphrey 
Ives 
Jenner 
Johnson, Colo. 
Johnson, Tex. 
Johnston, S. C. 
Kefauver 
Kem 
Kerr 
Kilgore 
Know land 
Langer 
Leahy 
Lehman 
Lodge 
Long 
Lucas 
McClellan 
McFarland 
McKellar 
McMahon 
Magnuson 
Malone 

Martin 
Maybank 
Millikin 
'Mundt 
Myers 
Neely 
O'Conor 
Robertson 
Russell 
Saltonstall 
Schoepp el 
Smith, Maine 
Smith,N.J. 
Sparkman 
Stennis 
Taft 
Thomas, Okla. 
Thomas, Utah 
Th ye 
Tydings 
Watkins 
Wherry 
Wiley 
Williams 
Withers 
Young 

Mr. MYERS. I announce that the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. BYRD], the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. EASTLAND], 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
GRAHAM], the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. HUNT], and the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. PEPPER] are absent on pub
lic business. 

The Senator from California [Mr. 
DOWNEY] is absent because of illness. 

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
O'MAHONEY] and the Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. TAYLOR] are absent on official 
business. 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. McCAR
RAN] is absent by leave of the Senate on 
official business. 

The Senator from Montana [Mr. 
MURRAY] is absent because of illness 
in his family. · 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I announce that 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. CAPE
HART], the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
FLANDERS], the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
HICKENLOOPERJ, the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. MORSE], and the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. TOBEY] are absent by 
leave of the Senate. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. DARBY] 
is absent by leave of the Senate on offl" 
cial business. 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
VANDENBERG] is necessarily absent. 
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